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Gulf Coast Parkway 

Coastal and Marine 
Action Plan 

The Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study for the Gulf Coast Parkway 
will be developed in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1969, as amended; and to comply with all federal and state laws and requirements. 
Given that the alternatives developed for the proposed project will be on new alignment 
or in combination with existing roadways, the level of documentation will be an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Coordination with state, federal and local 
agencies, including those with jurisdiction over the referenced requirements, will be 
conducted throughout the EIS process. 

In order to further define the project study, a scoping meeting will be conducted with the 
regulatory agencies to ensure that the scope of work adequately addresses all of the issues 
raised by the agencies. Agency coordination will continue throughout the study with 
regular conference calls to report on the project's progress and discuss agency concerns. 
The project team will meet with the Environmental Technical Assistance Team (ETAT) 
at key points in the study's development. In addition, the ETA T will have the 
opportunity to formally comment during the review period for the Draft EIS, Final EIS 
and Record of Decision (ROD). 

Several members of the ETAT, through their review of the project in the Efficient 
Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) Programming Screen, had comments regarding 
a number of environmental issues. While Action Plans have been prepared to address 
several issues, the focus of this plan is the procedure to be used to address comments 
concerning potential impacts of the proposed action on Coastal and Marine resources. 
Among the concerns expressed are: the road's potential impact on and the need to 
maintain the natural hydrology and freshwater inflow to the estuarine environment; the 
effects of increased traffic and automobile-associated pollutants carried by stonnwater 
runoff; and the effect of residential and commercial development resulting from the 
presence ofthe new road. 

Given that the information presented in the ETDM programming screen was on the 
corridor level, most of the issues raised by ET AT members will be addressed during the 
development of alignments within the corridors selected for further study. Estimates of 
impacts will be based on the right-of-way width for the alternative(s) developed rather 
than the corridor widths. The general study process that will be utilized to address issues 
raised by the agencies is as follows: 

• The study team will submit the proposed methodology for conducting essential 
fish habitat surveys to the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) and the 
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FFWCC) prior to 
conducting field investigations. 
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• The study team will conduct field investigations to identify the nature and extent 
of the essential fish habitat resources within the alternative alignments in 
accordance with Part 2 of the FDOT PD&E Manual. This will include the 
identifying the location of listed species and their habitats within the alternative 
alignments, including vegetation surveys (salt marsh, sea grass, etc.); determining 
the habitat suitability for listed species; the determination of actual or potential 
impacts of the proposed alternatives fish species and/or their habitats; and 
conducting an Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) assessment. 

• The analysis of the alternatives impacts will also consider the barrier effect the 
new roadway might have on the area hydrology and the estuarine environment 
and the potential for, and impacts of, coastal and riverine flooding, such as 
changes in salinity. 

• An EFH assessment report will be prepared that documents the available habitat 
and species that occur or have a potential to occur in the study area, the potential 
impacts of the project alternatives on essential fish habitat, and proposed 
mitigation. Coordination with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
will occur, as will similar coordination with various state agencies with 
jurisdiction over Marine and Coastal resources including fisheries and habitat. 

• Based upon the data gathered and coordination with the agencies, adjustments 
will be made and/or design changes implemented to the alternative alignments to 
minimize or avoid impacts where feasible to do so. 

• Coordination with all appropriate ETA T member agencies will be maintained 
throughout the process, as indicated above. 

• Consistency with the Coastal Zone Management Act will be detetmined by the 
Florida Department Environmental Protection (FDEP). 

Through project scoping and direct consultation with the Florida Department of 
Transportation (FDOT), the Federal Highway Administration (FHW A), the NMFS, and 
the FFWCC, the level of detail and scope of the Essential Fish Habitat analysis will be 
determined. Specifically, NMFS noted that the salt marsh, tidal flats , marine and 
estuarine water column, and non-vegetated bottom found within the project' s study area 
have been identified as EFH for postlarvalljuvenile penaeid shrimp; postlarvalljuvenile, 
sub-adult, and adult red drum; juvenile Spanish and king mackerel; juvenile and adult 
gray snapper; and juvenile gag grouper. Any federal activities which may adversely 
impact EFH are required to consult with NMFS and provide an EFH assessment. 

Once the assumptions and expectations for the analysis of EFH impacts have been 
established, the analysis will be initiated. The procedure for analyzing the effects on 
Coastal and Marine resources will be conducted in the following manner and summarized 
in the Essential Fish Habitat Assessment and the Draft EIS. 
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• Define the boundaries for each issue/resource. 

• Identify managed species and existing habitats. 

• Identify potential project impacts. 

• Evaluate the potential project impacts. 

• Compare potential impacts among alternatives 

• Assess the consequences and develop strategies for avoidance, minimization, and 
mitigation. 

Direct consultation with the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission 
(FFWCC), the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (FDACS), and 
the FDEP will address such Coastal and Marine issues as and potential project impacts to 
recreational and commercial fisheries, shellfish, water quality, salt marsh, and sea grass. 
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Gulf Coast Parkway 

Indirect and Cumulative Effects 
Action Plan 

The Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study for the Gulf Coast Parkway 
will be developed in accordance with the National Enviromnental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1969, as amended; and to comply with all federal and state laws and requirements. 
Given that the alternatives developed for the proposed project will be on new alignment 
or in combination with existing roadways, the level of documentation will be an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Coordination with state, federal and local 
agencies, including those with jurisdiction over the referenced requirements, will be 
conducted throughout the EIS process. 

In order to further define the project study a scoping meeting will be conducted with the 
agencies to ensure that the scope of work adequately addresses all of the issues raised by 
the agencies. Agency coordination will continue throughout the study with regular 
conference calls to report on the project's progress and discuss agency concerns. The 
project team will meet with the Environmental Technical Assistance Team (ETAT) at 
key points in the study's development. In addition, the ETAT will have the opportunity 
to fonnally co111111ent during the review period for the Draft EIS, Final EIS and Record of 
Decision (ROD). 

Several members of the ETAT, through their review of the project in the Efficient 
Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) Programming Screen, had conunents regarding 
Secondary (Indirect) and Cumulative Effects. Concern was expressed that the proposed 
alternatives would introduce greater potential for development in the least developed 
portions of the project area with the attendant risk of reduced water quality, loss of 
wetlands, hydrologic alterations and flooding within the watershed, the introduction and 
spread of exotic invasive plants, reduced aquatic habitat quality, fragmentation or loss of 
terrestrial habitat, and increased tlu·eats to listed species. 

According to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) publication "Questions and 
Answers Regarding the Consideration of Indirect and Cumulative Impacts in the NEP A 
Process," potential effects or impacts of a proposed action that must be considered by 
Federal agencies as required by the NEPA process are defmed by the Council on 
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations ( 40 CFR §§ 1500-1508) as: 

Direct effects are caused by the action and occur at the same time and place. (40 CFR § 1508.8) 

Indirect effects are caused by the action and are later in time or farther removed in distance, but 
are still reasonably foreseeable. Indirect effects may include growth inducing effects and other 
effects related to induced changes in the pattern of land use, population density or growth rate, and 
related effects on air and water and other natural systems, including ecosystems. (40 CFR § 
1508.8) 

Cumulative impact is the impact on the environment, which results from the incremental impact 
of the action when added to other pas~ presen~ and reasonably foreseeable future actions 
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regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such other actions. 
Curnulativ~ impacts can result from individually minor but collectively significant actions taking 
place over a period of time. ( 40 CFR § 1508. 7) 

The tenns "effect'' and "impact" are used synonymously in the CEQ regulations (40 CFR 
§1508.8). "Secondary impact" does not appear, nor is it defined in either the CEQ regulations or 
related CEQ guidan:ce. However, the tenn is used in the FHWA's Position Paper: Secondary and 
Cumulative Impact Assessment In the Highway Project Development Process (April, 1992) but is 
defined with the CEQ definition of indirect impact (40 CFR § 1508.8). Some authors on this 
subject have distinguished secondary impacts from indirect impacts, while others; including the 
FHWA have used the tenns interchangeably. For purposes of this guidance, secondary and 
indirect impacts mean the same thing. 

Through project scoping and direct consultation with the Florida Department of 
Transportation (FDOT), the Federal Highway Administration (FHW A) and other 
agencies, the level of detail and scope of the Secondary (Indirect) and Cumulative Effects 
analysis will be determined. Specific items to be discussed in the scoping meeting 
include the verification of issues to be analyzed, the detem1ination of the study area and 
time period for the analysis, the methodology to identify future development and growth 
trends, the identification of secondary and cumulative impacts (encroachment­
alteration/single-source additive or interactive effects and project-induced growth 
effects), the techniques to be utilized to determine the significance of the indirect and 
cumulative impacts (matrices, networks, cartographic techniques, etc.) and the 
identification of mitigation measures for the Secondary (Indirect) and Cumulative Effects 
within the affected watershed/ecosystem. 

The procedure for analyzing the indirect and cumulative effects on specific resources will 
be conducted in the fo llowing manner and summarized in the draft EIS. 

• Identify resources t.o be evaluated for indirect. (secondary) aml cumulative 
effects. 
Participants in the scoping meeting will be asked to identify the resources to be 
evaluated; to provide the baseline condition (health and sustainability) of each 
affected resource; to identify the issues to be addressed in tetms of characteristics, 
functions and importance of the affected resources; and to provide any available 
data or information for the evaluation. 

• Define the boundaries for each issue/resource. 
Scoping participants will be requested to suggest the appropriate spatial and 
temporal boundaries for the indirect and cumulative analysis for each resource. 

• Inventory notable features. 
The inventory of notable features confirms the baseline condition of the affected 
ecosystem and socioeconomic resources. It is also the stage of the analysis when 
past trends, goals, and the potential for change is detetmined. Sources for trend 
data include recent and historical demographic data from the US Census Bureau, 
state and regional agencies. Economic data may be obtained from other 
government sources such as the Bureau of Economic Affairs and from local 
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authorities. Land use and comprehensive plans reflect community goals and 
infrastructure plans and economic development agencies are sources for 
identification of economic development goals. Local and regional development 
regulations, zoning ordinances, special district regulations, and development 
incentives/disincentives help determine where change may occur. 

• Identify project impact-causing activities. 
This step identifies the indirect and cumulative impact-causing activities of the 
project and their causal relationships. Indirect impact-causing actions may be 
encroachment-alteration effects or access-alteration effects (project-induced 
growth effects). Induced-growth effects are attributable to induced growth itself, 
and not the project design features. Cumulative impact-causing activities include 
those resulting from the proposed activity and other reasonably foreseeable 
actions, such as planned developments. 

• Determine significance of the potential Secondary (Indirect) and Cumulative 
effects for analysis. 
The objective of this step is to compare the project impact-causing actions with 
the goals and notable features of the study area to establish which effects are 
potentially significant and merit subsequent detailed analysis. 

• Analyze the Secondary (lndh·ect) and Cumulative Effects. 
Assess the consequences of the indirect and cumulative effects. Because the 
proposed project is partially on new alignment, an integrated transportation-land 
use model, such as Tranus or Transite, will be used. These models predict how 
changes in accessibility influence changes in locations. The allocation of 
population growth will be performed for both the No-Build and the Build 
alternatives. This allows the separation of project-induced growth effects from 
growth-induced effects. 

• Evaluate the analytical results. 
Due to the uncertainty of future events, it is necessary to make assumptions 
regarding the nature of the impact-causing activities, the nature of the cause and 
effect relationships, and how the environment will affected by the impacts. If 
there is uncertainty regarding the underlying assumptions used to estimate the 
indirect and cumulative effects and changes in those assumptions would result in 
significant changes in the findings, then a sensitivity analysis will be conducted. 
This is a procedure whereby forecast assumptions are changed one at a time to 
test the sensitivity of effects to the particular assumptions. 

• Assess the consequences and develop strategies for avoillance, minimization, 
and mitigation. 
In this step, each identified indirect effect is evaluated in the context ofthe overall 
aim of the project and the study area goals and notable features. An affect that 
would adversely impact a study area goal or notable feature may require 
mitigation. Practical mitigation measures within the jurisdiction of the 
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FDOT/FHW A will evaluated. Where practical mitigation measures are not within 
the jurisdiction of the FDOT/FHW A, strategies and techniques for growth 
management by others will be presented. 
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Gulf Coast Parkway 

"\tVetlands Action Plan 

The Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study for the Gulf Coast Parkway 
will be developed in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1969, as amended; and to comply with all federal and state laws and requirements. 
Given that the alternatives developed for the proposed project will be on new alignment 
or in combination with existing roadways, the level of documentation will be an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Coordination with state, federal and local 
agencies, including those with jurisdiction over the referenced requirements, will be 
conducted throughout the EIS process. 

In order to further define the project study, a scoping meeting will be conducted with the 
regulatory agencies to ensure that the scope of work adequately addresses all of the issues 
raised by the agencies. Agency coordination will continue throughout the study with 
regular conference calls to report on the project's progress and discuss agency concerns. 
The project team will meet with the Environmental Technical Assistance Team (ETAT) 
a1 key points in the study's development. In addition, the ETAT will have the 
opportunity to formally comment duting the review period for the Draft EIS, Final EIS 
and Record of Decision (ROD). 

Several members of the ETAT, through their review of the project in the Efficient 
Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) Programming Screen, had comments regarding 
a number of environmental issues. While Action Plans have been prepared to address 
several issues, the focus of this plan are the procedures used to address those comments 
concerning potential impacts of the proposed action to Wetlands. Concern was expressed 
for the amount of wetlands potentially impacted by the proposed action and by indirect 
and cumulative actions potentially occurring as a result of the project, project-specific 
water quality and water quantity alterations, reduced aquatic habitat quality, and impacts 
to listed species and their habitats, including essential fish habitat. 

Given that the information in the ETDM programming screen was on the corridor level, 
the issues raised by ETAT members will be addressed during the development of 
alignments within the corridors selected for further study. Estimates of impacts will be 
based on the right-of-way width for the altemative(s) developed rather than the corridor 
widths. The general study process that will be utilized to address those issues raised by 
the agencies is as follows: 

• The study team will coordinate with the agencies prior to conducting field work. 
This includes providing the survey methodology for agency review. 

• The study team will conduct field investigations to identify the nature and extent 
ofthe natural resources within the alternative alignments in accordance with Part 
2 of the FDOT PD&E Manual. This will include identification of the type and 
functions of wetlands, their contiguity, vegetative structural diversity, wildlife 
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habitat value, and integrity. Wetlands will be identified using both the state 
Florida Wetlands Delineation Manual and the US Corps of Engineers Wetland 
Delineation Manual to ensure that wetlands falling under either the state or federal 
definitions will be identified. Wetlands will be classified using the Florida Land 
Use Cover Classification System (FLUCCS) and the USFWS classification 
system as described in "Classification of Wetlands and Deepwater Habitats of the 
United States". 

• The functions and values of representative wetlands of each principal type will be 
evaluated utilizing the Unifotm Mitigation Assessment Method (UMAM). 

• Based upon the results of the wetland impact evaluation and coordination with the 
agencies, adjustments will be made and/or design changes implemented to the 
alternative alignments, to minimize or avoid impacts where feasible to do so. 

• Where wetland avoidance is not viable, practicable measures to minimize harm 
will be identified through coordination with the resource agencies (USCOE, 
FDEP, USFWS, FFWCC, and NWFWMD). 

• A Wetland Evaluation Report (WER) will be prepared to document the types and 
functions of existing wetlands; the potential impacts to wetland functions, 
including indirect and cumulative impacts, as a result of the proposed project; and 
the consultation and coordination conducted with the resource agencies. The 
Final WER will include conceptual mitigation measures to offset the anticipated 
impacts. 

• Coordination with all appropriate ETA T member agencies will be maintained 
throughout the process, as indicated above. 

Through project scoping and direct consultation with the Florida Department of 
Transportation (FDOT), the Federal Highway Administration (FHW A) and other 
agencies, the level of detail and scope of the Wetland analysis will be determined. 
Specific items to be discussed in the scoping meeting include the types and functions of 
existing wetlands; the potential impacts to wetland functions, including indirect and 
cumulative impacts. Once the assumptions and expectations for the analysis of Wetland 
impacts have been established, the analysis will be initiated. 

Once the assumptions and expectations for the analysis of impacts to Wetlands have been 
established, the analysis will be initiated. The procedure for analyzing the effects on 
Wetlands will be conducted in the following manner and summarized in the WER and 
Draft EIS . 

• Define the boundaries for each issue/resource. 

• Inventory notable features. 
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• Identify project impact-causing activities. 

• Evaluate the analytical xesults. 

• Assess the consequences and develop strategies for avoidance, minimization, and 
mitigation. 
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Gulf Coast Parkway 

Wildlife and Habitat 
Action Plan 

The Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study for the Gulf Coast Parkway 
will be developed in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1969, as amended; and to comply with all federal and state laws and requirements. 
Given that the alternatives developed for the proposed project will be on new alignment 
or in combination with existing roadways, the level of documentation will be an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Coordination with state, federal and local 
agencies, including those with jurisdiction over the referenced requirements, will be 
conducted throughout the EIS process. 

In order to further define the project study, a scoping meeting will be conducted with the 
regulatory agencies to ensure that the scope of work adequately addresses all of the issues 
raised by the agencies. Agency coordination will continue throughout the study with 
regular conference calls to report on the project's progress and discuss agency concerns. 
The project team will meet with the Environmental Technical Assistance Team (ETAT) 
at key points in the study's development. In addition, the ETAT will have the 
oppottunity to formally comment during the review period for the Draft EIS, Final EIS 
and Record of Decision (ROD). 

Several members of the ETAT, through their review of the project in the Efficient 
Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) Programming Screen, had comments regarding 
a number of environmental issues. While Action Plans have been prepared to address 
several issues, the focus of this plan are the procedures used to address those comments 
concerning potential impacts of the proposed action to Wildlife and Habitat. Concerns 
expressed include the need to produce an EIS to adequately address the potential impacts 
from the proposed action, the potential for direct, indirect and cumulative impacts to state 
and federally listed species by the proposed action, habitat fragmentation, increased risk 
of road kill, the need for seasonal surveys to confirm the presence or absence of listed 
flora and fauna, and consideration of the loss and degradation of adjacent habitat utilized 
by migratory birds. 

Given that the information in the ETDM programming screen was on the corridor level, 
most of these issues raised by ETA T members will be addressed during the development 
of alignments within the corridors selected for further study. Estimates of impacts will be 
based on the right-of-way width for the alternative(s) developed rather than the corridor 
widths. The general study process that will be utilized to address those issues raised by 
the agencies is as follows: 

• The study team will coordinate with the FFWCC to establish an appropriate 
methodology to assess the presence of Species of Greatest Conservation Need 
(SGCN) and/or their suitable habitats. Due to the large coverage area of this 
project, this analysis will likely be desktop based with som e field investigation for 
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more detailed verification. The list of SGCN and the list of 45 habitat categories 
are in Florida's Wildlife Legacy Initiative, the Florida Fish and Wildlife 
Conservation Coll11lllssion's (FFWCC) Comprehensive Wildlife 
Conservation Strategy. 

The study team will conduct field investigations to identify the nature and extent 
ofthe natural resources within the alternative alignments in accordance with Part 
2 of the FDOT PD&E lvfanual. This will include the identifying the location of 
wildlife, listed species, and their habitats within the alternative alignments, 
including vegetation surveys during the various flowering seasons, and the 
evaluation of habitat types and quality. 

• An analysis of potential impacts ofthe proposed alternatives on listed species and 
habitats will include an evaluation of the connectivity between related populations 
and the potential for fragmentation of habitats. 

• Based upon the data gathered and coordination with the agencies, adjustments 
will be made and/or design changes implemented to the alternative alignments, to 
minimize or avoid impacts where feasible to do so. 

• Coordination with the FFWCC as well as informal Section 7 consultation with the 
US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) has been initiated as part of this process. 
If necessary, formal consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act 
will be conducted. 

• A Biological Assessment (BA) will be prepared that documents the field survey 
methodology, the presence of wildlife, including threatened and/or endangered 
species, that occur or have a potential to occur within the alternatives, the 
availability of habitat for these species, potential impacts of the project 
alternatives, and measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate for involvement with 
listed species and critical habitat. The BA will also address species afforded 
protection under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, the Marine Mammals Protection 
Act, and the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act. 

• The Essential Fish Habitat Assessment conducted for this project will be 
incorporated into the Biological Assessment. 

• Coordination with all appropriate ETAT member agencies will be maintained 
throughout the process, as indicated above. 

Through project scoping and direct consultation with the Florida Department of 
Transportation (FDOT), the Federal Highway Administration (FHW A) and other 
agencies, the level of detail and scope of the Wildlife and Habitat analysis will be 
detennined. Specific items to be discussed in the scoping meeting include the use of 
longer bridges to span riparian areas adjacent to waterbody crossings; structures to 
maintain the natural stream system to provide for fish passage; the need for and location 
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of wildlife crossings; the use of fencing; the use of roadside swales for stormwater 
treatment in addition to ponds; avoidance, minimization and mitigation for potential 
impacts including, but not limited to the Florida Black Bear, Panama City Crayfish, red­
cockaded woodpecker, flatwoods salamander, bald eagle, Gopher tortoise, rare plants, 
and migratory birds. 

Once the assumptions and expectations for the analysis of impacts to Wildlife and 
Habitat have been established, the analysis will be initiated. The procedure for analyzing 
the effects on Wildlife and Habitat will be conducted in the following m anner and 
summarized in the BA and Draft EIS. 

• Define the b oundaries for each issue/resource. 

• Inventory notable features. 

• IdentifY project impact-causing activities. 

• Evaluate the analytical results. 

• Assess the consequences and develop strategies tor avoidance, minimization, and 
mitigation. 
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Appendix B 
Resolutions and Letters of Project Support 

 

 

Panama City Metropolitan Planning Organization 4/28/03 Letter 

Panama City Metropolitan Planning Organization Resolution 03-06 

Department of the Air Force (Tyndall AFB) 9/9/02 Letter 

City of Springfield Resolution 09-10 

City of Callaway Resolution 09-23 

Bay County Transportation Planning Organization Resolution 09-47 

Bay County Chamber of Commerce Resolution of 12/17/09 

Bay County Chamber of Commerce 1/8/10 Letter 

Gulf County Board of County Commissioners 11/3/09 Letter 

Bay County Board of County Commissioners 11/18/09 Letter 

Port St. Joe Port Authority 10/24/12 Letter 

City of Callaway 11/27/12 Letter  

Gulf County Board of County Commissioners 02/12/13 Letter 
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PANAMA CITY URBANIZED AREA 

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

P. 0. Box 9759 (3435 North 1211> Avenue 32503) (850) 595-8910 • SIC 695-8910 
Pensacola, Florida 32513-9759 1-800·226·8914 
Web Site: www.wfrpc.dst.fl.us FAX (850) 595-8967 

Staff to the MPO: 
West Florida Regional Planning Council 

April28, 2003 

Ms. Rosemary Woods 
PBS&J 
1901 Corrunonwealth Lane 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 

RE: Gulf Coast Parkway Corridor Feasibility Study 

Dear Rosemary: 

Cornel arock 
Chairman 

Girard L. Clemons, Jr. 
Vice Chairman 

At the April 23, 2003 tnecting, the Panama City .MPO approved the enclosed Resolution 03-06 concerning the 
subject study. By adoption of this resolution, the MPO' s official position on the Gulf Coast Parkway Corridor 
Feasibility Study is as follows: 

1. The MPO recommends th-at Altemati ves A orB be selected as the Preferred Alternative for inclusion in 
the Concept Master Plan, and 

2. The MPO supports the appropriation of additional project development funding for Altemati ves A or B 
that will not take away from funding of the IviPO' s current Major Project Priorities. 

AI ternati ves A and B are consistent with the MPO 's adopted Long Range Transportation Plan for aT yndall AFB 
,Bypass. Thank you for your assistance at the WO meetings and we look forward to working with you in the 
future. Please call me at (800) 226-8914 Ext 212 if additional information is needed. 

Sincerely, 

J1e-il1iV~ 
Nick Nickoloff, AI;P-v 

10

/ rJ 
TPO Coordinator 

Copies: Chris Merritt, PBS&J 
Jim De Vries, FDOT Urban Office 

" •. • planning for the future trenspor!ation needs of the Panama City Urbanized Area and its municipalities •• : 
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RESOLUTION 03-06 

A RESOLUTION OF THE PANAMA CITY URBANIZED 
AREA i'VlETROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
RECOMMENDING THAT GULF COAST PARKWAY 
FEASffilLITY STUDY ALTERNATIVES A OR B BE 
SELECTED AS THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 

WHEREAS, the Panama City Urbanized Area Metropolitan Planning Organization {1\ftPO) is the organization 
designated by the Governor of Florida as being responsible, together with the State of Florida, for cnrrying out 
provisions of23 U.S.C. 134{h) and (i) {2), (3). and (4); 23 CFR 450.324, 326. 328. 330, and 332: and Section 
339.175(5) and (7), Florida Statutes~ and 

WHEREAS. Opportunity Florida (a regional economic development prutnership in Calhoun. Franklin, 
Libeny. Gulf, Gadsden, Jackson, Holmes. and Washington Counties) received o Transportation Outreach 
Program (TOP) grant from the Stnte of Florida to conduct the Gulf Coast Parkway Corridor Feasibility Srudy 
for the possible construction of a new roadway connecting US98 in western Gulf County to US231 in Day 
County; and 

WHEREAS, the Gulf Coast Parkway Corridor Feasibility Study includes two western Corridor Alternatives 
(A and B) that are consistent with the Panllllla City Metropolitan Planning Organjzation (1\ftPO) Long Range 
Transportation Plan for a project that would serve as an altem:u.ive route around Tyndall Air Force Bose; and 

WHEREAS, Gulf Coast Parlc·way Corridor Feasibility Study Alternatives A orB would provide an imponant 
tmnsportation link consistent witfl the MPO's Long Range Transportation Plan, enhance economic 
development oppotrunjties and improve emergency evacuation of coastal areas in Bay at1d Gulf Counties; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE PANAMA CITY URBANIZED AREA 
NfETROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION THAT: 

l. The ~0 recommends that Gulf Coast Parkway Corridor Feasibility Study Alternatives A or 8 be 
selected as the Preferred Alternative for inclusion in the Concept Master P lan. and 

2. The MPO supports the appropriation of additional project development funding for Corridor 
Feasibi lity Study Alternatives A orB that will not take away from funding of the MPO's current 
Major Project Priorities. 

Passed and duly adopted by the Panama City MPO on this 23rd day of April 2003. 

(Sen!) 

ATTEST: 

• er, Director 
Transportation Planning 

PANAMA ClTY lV.lETROPOLlTAN PLANNING 
ORGANIZATION 

BY: ----'--'-(kj;__;_;,_J ..;_.=~'-'----=--'~'----
Commissioner Cornel Brock. Chairman 

P:\OROUP-TRANSPORTATION\RESOLUTIONS\PC MPO\PC MPO 03-06_Gulf Co:ISt Porkway.doc 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR E:OUCATION ANO TRAINING CQMMANO 

Brig Gen Larry D. New 
Commander, 3251h Fighter Wing 
445 SuwaMee Road, Ste 101 
Tyndall AFB·FL 32403-5541 

Ms. Rosemary Woods 
I 90 l Commonwealth Lane 
Tallahassee FL 32303 

Dear Ms. Woods 

In response to your letter of23 May 02, we appreciate the oppottUnity to comment on the 
impact to TyndaU AFB of a proposed new roadway referred to as the "Tyndall By-pass". 
The proposal to construct a public roadway that would offer an alternative to the existing 
US 98 that transits through the Tyndall reservation would be of benefit to Tyndall in 
several ways. 

As you know, the current US 98 bisects Tyndall AFB, as well as the entire 29,000-aore 
Tyndall reservation, into two distinct halves from the Dupont Bridge to Mexico Beach, 
and provides unrestricted access to within a few hundred yards to one of the busiest flight 
line operations in the United States Air Force. Since the events of I 1 September, we 
have been constantly reminded of the vulnerability that results from such a US highway 
through the middle of a military installation. 

The potenti~l of another roadway that could provide a suitable alternative for the public 
that currently transits the Tyndall reservation would provide a beneficial security option 
by allowing the base to close off the existing portion of US 98 that runs through Tyndall 
when necessary. 

This would significantly upgrade our force protection posture and the safety and security 
of Tyndall personnel and resources, as well as enhance our ability to execute our mission 
in heightened threat conditions. The international visibility that Tyndall AFB .,.,;11 gain 
with the pending F-22 mission underscores the importance of upgrading our force 
protection posture. Residential or business development immediately along a by-pass on 
the north side of East Bay would not be in conflict with current Tyndall operations. 

As always, we are committed to being a good neighbor, and will continue to work closely 
with city and county plaMers, government leaders, developers, and concerned citizens so 
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that they are aware of Tyndall operations and can make infonned decisions concerning 

land use development that could impact future operations of Tyndall AFB. 

Sincerely 

,t'~AP.~ 
LARRY D.NEW 
Brigadier General, USAF 
Commander 
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Jan. 5. 20 I 0 8:59AM 

CITY OF SPRINGFIELD, FLORIDA 
BAY COUNTY, FLORIDA 
RESOLUTION NO: 09-10 

No . .B9' r. 11 j 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 
SPRINGFIELD, FLORIDA IN SUPPORT OF CORRIDOR 17 AS THE 
SELECTED CORRIDOR FOR THE NEW GULF COAST PARKWAY 

WHEREAS, PBS&J has prepared for the Florida Department of Transportation 

and the Federal Highway Administration a Corridor Alternatives Evaluation Summary 

Report dated January 2009 and is currently receiving public input concerning the 

preferred corridor for the new Gulf Coast Parkway (~he "Project") ; and 

WHEREAS, the purpose and the need for the Project is to 1) enhance economic 

development in Gulf County through provision of direct access to major transportation 

facilities (regional freight transportation routes and Inter-modal facilities); improved 

mobility; and direct access to tourist destinations in south Gulf County; 2) Improve 

mobility within the regional transportation network by providing a new connection to 

e)(isling and future transportation routes consistent with the Bay County LRTP; 3) 

improve security of the Tyndall AFB by providing a shorter detour route, and 4) Improve 

hurricane evacuation for residents of coastal Gulf County by providing an additional 

evacuation routej and 

WHEREAS, PBS&J has evaluated over 20 different corridors, and after 

evaluating the purpose and need, environmental involvement and total cost, PBS&J 

has ranked Corridor 17 as the preferred alignment for the Project; 

WHEREAS, Corridor 17 is described as follows: Corridor 17 begins at the 

Intersection of US96 and CR 386 and travels north along existing CR 386 for 

approximately 1.6 miles. The coaidor then heads northwesterly on mostly new 

alignment for approximately 4.2 miles until it nears the eastern boundary of Tyndall 

AFB. The corridor then turns to the north, also on new alignment. bridges over East Bay 

at Allanton Road, and continues north (and slightly northwest) to an intersection with 

SR22. This section of the corridor Is approximately 13.6 miles long. At SR 22, the 

CITY OF SPRINGFIELD 
RESOLUTION NO. 09·10 

PAGE 1 OF3 
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Jan. 5. 201 0 8:59AM No, 3395 P. 2/3 

corridor turns west briefly before turning back to the northwest along new alignment 

until it intersects with CR 2315 (Star Avenue), approximately 3.6 miles north of SR 22. 
The corridor then travels north on existing Star Avenue to the intersection of US 231 . 

The Corridor 17 length is 27.9 miles; 

WHEREAS, Corridor 17 is favored by environmental agencies and groups due to 

the fact that the utilization of old Allanton Road minimizes habitat bisection and other 

environmental impacts; 

WHEREAS, Corridor 17 reduces traffic on US 98 and increases security to 

Tyndall AFB by providing an alternative eastern route to Tyndall AFB; 

WHEREAS, Corridor 17 proVides the shortest transportation times to 

employment and industry In Panama City (includinQ the shipyard in the Allanlon 

Peninsula), to the Inter-modal distribution center, to the new alrport. and for tourist 

coming to Gulf County; 

WHEREAS, the Allanton Peninsula in Bay County has already been developed 

by an airpark, large shipbuilding industry, the Sandy Creek community and central 

water and sewer, and the construction of the Project along the old Allan ton Road would 

enhance the existing development in this area; 

WHEREAS, the best alternative for the enhancement of commercial and 

industrial development in both Bay County and Gulf County is Corridor 17; and 

WHEREAS, the total cost for Corridor 17 was cheaper than the other corridors. 

NOW THEREFORE BE .IT RESOLVED by the City Commission of the City of 

Springfield, Florida that: 

The City of Springfield does hereby request the Florida Department of 

Transportation and the ~ederal Highway Administration to select Corridor 17 'for the 

Project. 

CITY OF SPRINGFIELD 
RESOLUl'ION NO. 09-10 

PAGE :ZOF 3 
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Jan. 5. 2010 8:59AM No. 3395 P, 3/3 

PASSED AND ADOPTED ln regular session of the City Commission of the City 
of Springfield, Bay County, Florida this th day of December, 2009. 

AT'TEST: 

Anne M. Andrews, Interim City Clerk 

CITY OF SPRINGFIELD, FLORIDA 

CITY OF SPRINGFIELD 
RESOLUTION NO. 09·1 0 

PAGE 3 OF3 
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RESOLUTION 09-23 

A RESOLUTION OF THB CITY OF CALLAWAY, 
FLORIDA IN SUPPORT OF CORRIDOR 17 AS THE 
SELECTED CORRIDOR FOR THE NEW GULF COAST 
PARKWAY 

WHEREAS, PBS&J has prepared for the Florida Department of Transportation 

and the Federal Highway Administration a Corridor Alternatives Evaluation Summary 

Report dated January 2009 and is currently receiving public input concemiJJ,g the 

preferred corridor for the new Gulf Coast Parkway (the "Project''); and 

WHEREAS, the pwpose and need for the Project is to 1) enhance economic 

development in Gu1f County through provision of direct access to major transportation 

facilities (regional freight transportation routes and interrnodal facilities); improved 

mobility; and direct access to tourist destinations in south Gu1f County; 2) improve 

mobility within the regional transportation network by providing a new connection to 

existing and future transportation routes consistent with the Bay County LRTP; 3) 

improve security of the Tyndall AFB by providing a shorter detour route, and 4) improve 

hurricane evacuation for residents of coastal Gulf County by providing an additional 

evacuation route; and 

WHEREAS, PBS&J has evaluated over 20 different corridors, and after 

evaluating the purpose and need, environmental involvement and total cost, PBS&J has 

ranked Corridor 17 as No. 1 as the preferred alignment for the Project; 

WHEREAS, Corridor 17 is described as follows: Corridor 17 begins at the 

intersection of US 98 and CR 386 and travels north along existing CR 386 for 

approximately 1.6 miles. The corridor then heads northwesterly on mostly new alignment 

for approximately 4.2 miles until it nears the eastern boundary of Tyndall AFB. The 

Res. 09-23 
Page 1 of 3 pages 
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corridor then turns to the north, also on new alignment, bridges over East Bay at AJlanton 

Road, and continues north {and slightly northwest) to an intersection with SR22. This 

section of the corridor is approximately 13.6 miles long. At SR 22, the conidor turns 

west briefly before turning back to the northwest along new alignment until it intersects 

with CR 2315 (Star Avenue), approximately 3.6 miles north ofSR22. The corridor then 

travels north on existing Star Avenue to the intersection of US 231. The Conidor 17 

length is 27.9 miles; 

WHEREAS, Corridor 17 is favored by environmental agencies and groups due to 

the fact that the utilization of old AJlanton Road minimizes habitat bisection and other 

environmental impacts; 

WHEREAS, Corridor 17 reduces traffic on U.S. 98 and increases security to 

Tyndall AFB by providing an alternative eastern route to Tyndall AFB; 

WHEREAS, Corridor 17 provides the shortest transportation times to 

employment and industry in Panama City (including the shipyard in the AJlanton 

Peninsula), to the intennodal distribution center, to the new airport, and for tourist 

coming to Gulf County; 

WHEREAS, the Allanton Peninsula in Bay County has already been developed 

by an airpark, large shipbuildling industry, the Sandy Creek community and central water 

and sewer, and the construction of the Project along the old Allanton Road would 

enhance the existing development in this area; 

WHEREAS, the best alternative for the enhancement of commercial and 

industrial development in both Bay County and Gulf County is Corridor 17; and 

WHEREAS, the total cost for Corridor 17 was cheaper than the other corridors. 

Res. 09-23 
Page 2 of3 pages 
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOL VBD by the City Commission of the City of 

Callaway, Florida that: 

The City of Callaway does hereby request the Florida Department of 

Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration to select Corridor 17 for the 

Project. 

-tL 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this /() - day of }1~, 2009, by the 

CALLAWAY CITY COMMISSION meeting in regular session. 

CITY OF CALLA WAY 

.r 
~ : ATTEST: 
4 · -__;, 

~;e~ 
Genette R. Bernal, City Clerk 

' , 
. i 
! . 
• 

Res. 09-23 
Page 3 of 3 pages 
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RESOLUTION BAY 09-47 
A RESOLUTION OF THE BAY COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
SUPPORTING ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT 17 
AS THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE FOR THE 
GULF COAST PARKWAY PROJECT 

WHEREAS, the Bay County Transportation Planning Organization (TPO) is the organization designated by the Governor of the State of Ronda as being responsible, together with the State of Florida, for carrying out the contJnulng, cooperative. and comprehensive transportation planning process for the Bay County TPO Planning Area; and 

WHEREAS, the Bay County TPO Long Range Transportation Plan Includes the concept for a Gulf Coast Part<way, from US98 in the vicinity of Mexico Beach to US231, with a future extension to US98 In Walton County; and 

WHEREAS, the Florida Department of Transportation (FOOT) is in the process or conducting a Project Development and Environmental (PO&E) Study for the Gulf Coast Parkway, from US98 in the vicinity of MeJCico Beach to US231; and 

WHEREAS, FOOT has Identified several potential alignments for the proposed roadway for study and evaluation in the PD&E Study process to determine the best location based on impacts to the natural and socio-economic environment; and 

WHEREAS, FOOT ::md the proje~ consultant, PBS&J, M ve presented the potential alignments for the proposed roadway to the TPO and advisory committees and public at public workshops; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BAY COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION THAT: 

The TPO supports Alternative Alignment 17 as the preferred alternative for the Gulf Coast Parkway Project from US98 In the vicinity of Mexico Beach to US231 . 

1 . " Passed and duly adopted by the Bay County Transportation Planning Organization on this 28th •. d~{Qf.QctbbE!r 2009. ' . . . ' .. ~ 

'-
-..··:,·.· ... ·· 

\._•'). ·. ) 
... _ : .. ;_ ... . . 
.- - \( .::~ . \ . .. , 
~ · ·. ,:,_ · fseal).: · ~ '/) . . 

'"' I ,• ' '.:: 

'•, ' ...; ' .:' I'' ' • I 

ATTEST: 

BAY COUNTY TRANSPORTATlON 
PLANNING ORGANIZATION 

BY:L f. po;p1X'I.lJo.....A.AI'"' 
William T. Dozier, Chairma.P 
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BAY COUNTY 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

A Resolution 
of the 

Bay County Chamber of Commerce 

A Resolution of the Bay County Chamber of Commerce in support of Alignment #17 
as the selected corridor for the new Gulf Coast Parkway 

Whereas, the Bay County Board of County Commissioners and the Transportation 
Planning Organization have endorsed Alignment #17 as the preferred alignment for the new 
Gulf Coast Parkway; and 

Whereas, the purpose and the need for the new Gulf Coast Parkway is to enhance 
economic development in both Bay and Gulf counties, improve mobility within the regional 
transportation network, enhance security at Tyndall Air Force Base and provide an 
additional evacuation route; and 

Whereas, the total cost for Alignment # 1 7 is less than other alternatives, is favored by 
environmental agencies due to utilization of Old Allan ton road, provides the shortest 
transportation route to employment and industry in Bay County; 

Therefore be it resolvt:d, the Bay County Chamber of Commerce endorses the selection of 
Alignment #17 for the new Gulf Coast Parkway. 

Approved and Adopted by the Board of Directors of the Bay County Chamber of 

c~J::)i''omoc,mboc,,oo,. ~~ 

Sean McNeil, Chairman of the Board Carol Roberts, President/CEO 
Bay County Chamber of Commerce Bay County Chamber of Commerce 
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January 8, 2010 

Ms. Rosemary Woods 
PBS&J 

BAY COUNTY 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

2639 N. Monroe St. 
Tallahassee, FL 32303-4027 

Dear Ms. Woods, 

The Bay County Chamber of Commerce is committed to enhancing economic 
development, improving mobility within our transportation network, enhancing security 
at Tyndall Air Force Base and providing a much needed additional evacuation route. To 
this goal, our Board of Directors has passed a resolution endorsing Alignment # 17 for the 
proposed Gulf Coast Parkway. 

Please find enclosed a copy of this resolution. If you would like additional information, 
please don't hesitate to contact me at the Chamber. 

\ 

JAN 1 2 2010 

235 West 5th Street • Post Office Box 1850 • Panama City, Florida 3240 I 
Phone: 850.785.5206 • Fax: 850.763.6229 • reception2@baychamberfi.com 
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
GULF COUNTY, FLORIDA 

1000 CECIL G. COSTIN, SR. BLVD., ROOM 302, PORT ST. JOE, FLORIDA 32456 

PHONE: (850) 229-6106/639-6700 o FAX: (850) 229-9252 o EMAIL: bocc@gulfcounty-fl.gov 

WEBSITE: www.gulfcounty-fl.gov 

DATE AND TIME OF MEETINGS: SECOND TUESDAYS AT 9:00A.M., E. T. AND FOURTH TUESDAYS AT 6:00 P.M., E. T. 

November 3, 2009 

PBS&J 
Rosemary E. Woods 
2639 North Monroe Street, Building C 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 

Re: Public Comment/Gulf Coast Parkway 

Dear Ms. Woods, 

At our regular board meeting on October 13, 2009, the Gulf County Board of County 
Commissioners voted to support a resolution in support of the route that would best 
benefit Gulf County. That resolution is currently being drafted and will be forwarded to 
you upon adoption. In the interim, please accept this letter as public comment on the 
proposed Gulf Coast Parkway, submitted on behalf of the Gulf County Board of 
Commissioners. 

Let it be recorded that our preference is a hybrid plan consisting of Corridor #8 on the 
southern side ofHwy 22 and either Corridor #14 or 15 on the northern side ofHwy 22. 
We feel this route will best address the objectives of the Gulf Coast Parkway (to enhance 
economic development and to improve emergency evacuations for Gulf and Bay 
Counties. 

Thank you for your consideration and for your diligence on this project. Should you need 
anything further, please do not hesitate to contact me at any time. 

Sincerely, 

GULF COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

N~ !Yk/1 
Chairman 

CARMEN l. MdEMORE 
District 1 

BILLY E. TRAYLOR 
Di ~tricl 2 

BILL W ILLIAMS 
District 3 

NATHAN PETERS, JR. 
Dis.trict 4 

WARREN y::_ 
District 5 
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BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS 

WWN.co.bay fl .us 

POSTOFFICEBOX 18'8 

PANAM!l CITY F l_32402 

COMI01SSIOI~ERS 

Ml~~ ".J"'LSO'I 
!JlSJR,CI I 

G~GR(Jf n G.blt·lF0 

U" If:> .Ill 

WI AM 00711 ·~ 

! I5HliCTd· 

JERRY l G Ryll 
;IS-Pir;- 'V 

111 KF. rHOMA~ 

)15- TiiC J 

ED\VIN I " lfH 
::0 JNTY M ,u;o.R 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
840 West 11th Street 

Panama City, Florida 32401 
Telephone: (850) 248-8140 

Ms. Rosemary Woods 
Associate Vice President 
PBS&J 

Fax: (850) 248-8153 

November 18, 2009 

2639 North Monroe Street, Bldg. C 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 

RE: Gulf Coast Parkway 

Dear Ms. Woods: 

NOV 2 C 

On October 15, 2009, County staff attended the public hearing at the 
Springfield Community Center regarding the four primary alternative 
alignments for the Gulf Coast Parkway connecting US 98, west of Mexico 
Beach, to US 231. 

The Bay County Board of County Commissioners and staff have reviewed 
the alternatives for the Gulf Coast Parkway. The County's preferred choice 
is Alternative Alignment 17 which provides the most benefit to future 
transportation in Bay County. This alignment uses segments of Tram 
Road and Star Avenue which would require upgrades to handle the traffic 
of the Gulf Coast Parkway. Also, this alignment would improve the 
intersection of Tram Road and Tyndall Parkway (US 98) which would be a 
major improvement for the intersection. 

Thank you for taking into consideration the County's opinion in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

~ ~~W\ \ . D ~/'.J 
William T. Dozier, Chairman 
Bay County Board of County Commissioners 

Cc: Bay County Board of County Commissioners 
Planning & Zoning 
Public Works 
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We again tlumk you for t--OOT's continued support and we ask for your favorable 
consideration of our requests. If you huve any questions or would like to djscuss further, please 
contact our office. 

Cc: Port Commissioners 
Tom Gibson 
Steve Norris 

Sincerely, 

'L-tt.t--__ 
Leonard Costin 
Chairman 
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fORT OF 

~ 
PORT ST. JOE PORT AUTHORITY 

POKT ST. JOE 

October 24, 2012 

Mr. Tommy Barfield, Secretary 
Florida Department ofTransp01tation, District 3 
1074 Highway 90 East 
Chipley, Florida 32428 

Post Office Box 745 
Port St. Joe, FL 32457 

Phone: (850) 229-5240 

RECEIVED 
OCT 2 9 2012 

ADMINISTRATION 

RE: Port of Port St. Joe Connectivity to 1-10 and Other Transportation Facilities 

Dear Secretary Barfield: 

The Port St. Joe Port Authority, in collaboration with our private partner, the St. Joe 
Company, continues to progress with our efforts to revitalize the seaport at Port St. Joe: 
Marketing eff01ts are yielding numerous positive responses, the first tenant - Eastern 
Shipbuilding Group - will bring upwards of200 jobs in the next year or so, and we are preparing 
a new Port Master Plan for our combined properties totaling 300 acres. 

As Port activity increases adequate roadway access wi ll be critical to its success. Even 
today one of the most frequently asked questions of potential tenants is "how close are you to the 
interstate?" Currently, the Port's only access to I-1 0 is via SR 71, a two-lane rural roadway. We 
recognize that the four-laning of SR71 could take a couple of decades and, while we support that 
effort, we also note that the Gulf Coast Parkway (the Parkway) is much further advanced and can 
be accomplished more quickly. However, the Parkway will provide the four-lane connectivity to 
I-1 0 that is needed to support freight movements through the pott only if a northerly alignment is 
selected. For this reason we request that the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) 
select an alternative alignment for the Parkway where its northern terminus with US 231 would 
be north of the existing US 231 /Camp Flowers Road intersection. 

Further, with the opening of the new Northwest Florida Beaches International Airport in 
20 I 0, additional opportunities are available to further strengthen the economic competitiveness 
of the Port and region by having a roadway connection between the Airport and the Port. Similar 
opportunities have been identified throughout the region as part of the Northwest Florida 
Transportation Corridor Authority's (NFTCA) Master Plan update process, which is focusing on 
identifying transportation infrastructure investments that can enhance the economic 
competitiveness of Northwest Florida. For this reason, we also request that FDOT encourage 
and enable the NFTCA to undertake a PD&E study for a connection between US 231 /Gulf Coast 
Parkway and SR 77, thereby completing the connection between the airport and the Port of Port 
St. Joe. 
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We again thank you for FDOT's continued suppott and we ask for your favorable 

consideration of our requests. If you have any questions or would like to discuss further, please 

contact our office. 

Cc: Port Commissioners 
Tom Gibson 
Steve Norris 

Sincerely, 

L___; !. L-...___ 
Leonard Costin 
Chairman 
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From: Michael Fuller [mailto:mfuller@cityofcallaway.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 27, 2012 6:05PM 
To: Satter, Ian 
Cc: 'Marcus Collins' 
Subject: Gulf Coast Parkway - Alignment 17 

After attending the FOOT Five(S) Work Program public hearing yesterday, it became evident t hat FOOT 
is currently working with the Federal Highway Administration and other agencies on the Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIS) for the Gulf Coast Parkway. According to the information provided by you r 
department at www.gu lfcoastparkway.com, five (5) alignments or al ternat ive options for placement of 
the road right-of-way are being considered. 

Due to the fact that the EIS is stil l being prepared, I would like to take the opportunity to inform FOOT 
that the City of Callaway believes "Alignment 17" is the most practical of the alternative alignments. 
This comes after discussing t o reviewing and discussing the options wit h the Cal laway City Manager. It is 

important to consider that the City has spent a considerable amount of money (approx. $20mil) 
extending water and sewer utilities along CR 2297 in anticipation that FOOT would consider "Alignment 

17" the most reasonable route. We feei"Aiignment 17" and, to a lesser degree, "Alignment 19" would 
be t he best option for the City and eastern Bay County. We wou ld discourage the select ion of the other 
proposed alignments for the Gulf Coast Parkway. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Thanks, 
Michael 

J. Michael Fuller, AICP 
Director of Planning, City of Callaway 
(850)871-6000 Phone 
(850)871-4672 Direct 
(850)871-2444 Fax 
mfuller@citvofcallaway.com 
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
GULF COUNTY, FLORIDA 

1000 CECIL G. COSTIN SR. BLVD., ROOM 302 , PORT ST. JOE, FLORIDA 32456 
PHONE (850)229-6106/639-6700 • FAX (850) 229-9252 • EMAIL: bocc@gulfcountv-fl.gov 

Website: www.gulfcounty-fl.gov 

DATE AND TIME OF MEETINGS • SECOND AND FOURTH TUESDAYS AT 9:00A.M., E. T 

February 12, 2013 

Mr. Tommy Barfield, Secretary 
FL Dept. of Transportation, District 3 
1074 Highway 90 East 
Chipley, FL 32428 

RE: Gulf Coast Parkway 

Dear Secretary Barfield: 

RECEIVED 
FEB 1 9 2013 

ADMINISTRATION 

The Gulf County Board of County Commissioners would like to request that the 
Department consider an alternative alignment for the Gulf Coast Parkway where 
its northern terminus would connect with U.S. 231 to the north of the existing 
U.S. 231/Camp Flowers Road intersection. We would also request that the 
Department enable the Northwest Florida Transportation Corridor Authority to 
undertake a PD&E study for a connection from the U.S. 231/Gulf Coast Parkway 
intersection to S.R. 77, which would complete the connection between the 
airport and the Port of Port St. Joe. It would be very similar to the northern 
terminus of proposed Corridor Alignment 15. 

With the delays that have affected completion of the Gulf Coast Parkway, and as 
there is no definite corridor selected at this time, we believe that this proposed 
route will provide the most direct and shortest route to U.S. 231 . This proposed 
corridor will most efficiently achieve all 9 goals as set in the Gulf Coast Parkway 
Project Purpose and Need. 

With the economic hardships that we have all faced over the past several years, 
and with the potential creation of 200 jobs at the Port site (Eastern Shipbuilding 
Group) in Port St. Joe within the next year, we desperately need connectivity to 
1-10 as it will be the major route for freight movement. With the direct access to 
U.S. 231 and 1-10, the economic competitiveness of Gulf County would be 
greatly enhanced and the Port would receive the boost it needs to become 
active. 

CARMEN L. McLEMORE 

District I 

WARD McDANIEL 

Dtstrict 2 

JOANNA BRYAN 

Distr ict 3 

TAN SMILEY 

Dtstnct 4 

WARREN J. YEAGER, JR. 

District 5 
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Secretary Tommy Barfield 
February 12, 2013 
Page 2 

The Gulf County Board of County Commissioners thanks you for the dedication 
and continued support we receive from the Florida Department of 
Transportation. Your consideration in this matter is greatly appreciated, and 
should you have any questions, please contact us at (850) 229-6106. 

ff;J 
Ty/f., Smiley 
Chairman 
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ll'lllle purpose of the proposed Gulf Coast Parkway is to improve mobility by incfeasimg t~e 
regional transportation network, increase security of the Tyndall Aili Foree Base «AFB), 
enhance economic development in Bay and Gulf Counties, and improve en~erg;ency 
evacuation of Gulf and Bay Counties. These goals will be achieved by: 

~ . lllleatlucilllg travel times for residents from southeast Bay and coasta~ Gulf counties to 0m1JJCOJmGnt C~Ll~f.US it11 ~mmama Cl~ 

2. Providing a more direct route between US 98 In Gulf County and freight transfer facilities ow US 231 withlum BJaow C:cnmtw. 

3. tmprowlng access between Gulf County EntefiJriS8 Zones along CR 386 ami US 96 and the major freJigM tFiM!!Oi'tatlcn 
route aut of Bay County, US 231. 

4. lrrGificUng a direct route for tourists traveling US 231 to reach vacation and rocreatton o~l~Qi'tunlti~ In south llutl 
County. 

5. Puovidlng a more dire (USEPA)ct route frorn south Gulf County to tho PaRama City lnternationaR Ai~PJ~nt (exfistl119 and! 
pro~tosed). 

&. Increasing traHit capacity ot existing roadways; In particular~ the currenuw congested sections of us Qtl ttwndaU 
Parkway). 

7. Improving security far the Tyndall AFB by providing aB altsmatlvc mute to US 98 thnmQh lJiu.tall. 

i . Pmiidlng an alternative to existing omergoncy evaeuaUon routes. 

9. Pc-owldlng a new corridor consistent with the adopted Bav County Long Range Transptutation Plan (ll.mi'P); anill th!m 
ado~ted Bay County and proposed Gulf Countw Comprehensive Plans. 

~. i'!;.,.;J 
p.;tf,.., Project Purpose and Need 
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U.S. Department of Agriculture 

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING 
PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency) 1 Date Of Land Evaluatioo ReqJest 11121109 

Name 01 Project Gull Coast Parkway ] Federal Agency Involved Federal Highway Adminlstration 

Proposed Land Use New Alignment ] CoUnty And State Calhoun County, Florida 

PART II (TobecompleledbyNRCS) I Date Request Re~eived By NRCS 8126109 

[)oes the site contain prime, tmlque, s tatev.fde or lo.cal important farmland? Yes No k res Irrigated I Average Farm Size 
(If no, the FPPA does aot apply- do not complete additional p<!rl~; of lhi~; form). Ill 0 1455 162 
Major cropfS) 1 Farmable !Land In Go\'1. Jurlsdictioo Amount Of Farmland As Defined In FPPA 

Cotton, Peanuts, Hay At;res: 18,008 % 5 Acres: 63,114 %17 
Naflle Of Latld Ewluation System Used I Name Of local Site Ass~ment System Date l11nd Evaluation Returned By NRCS 
Soli Productivity Rating None 9/1109 

PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency) .Alternative Si{e Retina 
Site!', SlteB Site c SiteD 

A, Total Acres To Be S,:?nverted D!!_ectly 110.18 L~ --
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 0.00 
C. Total Acres lr~ Site 110.18 0.0 0.0 0.0 

PA.fH IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation lnforrn<ilion 

~ 'Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 14.98 
a Total AcresStatev.ide And Local Important Farmland 0.00 

__£ Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.0004 
D. Percentage Of Farmland In GO'V\. Jurisdjctiorl IMih &me Or Higher Relative Value 3.4 

PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 71.19 0 0 0 Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Poims) 

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum 
Site Asses<;(l'lent Criteria (These crilerliJ are explained rn 7 CFR 668.5(b) Points 

1. Area 1ln Nonurllan Use 

2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 

3. -- Percent Of Site Being Farmed 

4. Protection ProvidecJ By State And Local Government 

5, Distance Prom Urban Builtup Area 

6. Distance T a Urban Suj:lport Services 

7. SiZe Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 

8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 

--9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 

10. On-Farm Investments 

11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 

12. Co111Patibility With EXisting Agricultural Use 

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 0 0 0 0 

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency) 

Relative Value Of Farmland {From Part V) 100 71.19 0 0 0 
Taal Site Assessment (From Part VI above ora local 
site assessment) 160 0 0 0 0 

T OTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 71 0 0 0 

I Date Of Selection 
Was A Local Site Assessment Used? 

Site Selectecl: Yes fl No ILl 
Reasor1 Fa Setectloo: 

(See Instructions on ,..v•u·s• sidfl) 
Thu; totm w o'!'¢ .:;IRrlti~~CAI~ f:FMI,.li'"O'i'l ~v N;.J~nnCJI r~Jul\ln ;Rrrtt~= ~"'tr IDJtf!+i.Ji·'' Form AD-1006 (10-83) 
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STEPS IN TI:IE PROCESSING THB FARMLAND AND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING FORM 

St.:p 1 - Fed<,ral agcnciU>l involved in pwposed projects that may convtJi farmland. as defin~tl in (he Farmland Prot~-ction 
Policy i\ct (FPPA) to nonagricu lrural uses.. will initiaUy complete Parts I and ill of the form. 

Stup ?. - Originator will send copies A, .8 and C together with maps indicating locations of site(sl to the Natural Resources 
Con5ervalion Se1vice (NlK~S) local field office unci retain copy D fo)r their files , (Note: NRCS has a UQld office in most cmmties 
in fhe LJ.S. The field office is usually located in lhc county seat. A list of field office locations arc available from the NRCS 
State C'ons~rva6onisl in each stale), 

Step 3 - NRCS will vJithin 45 calendar d>Jys a!'ler receipt of Corm, make a detenniuaLi!>U ill! lo wh~ther the ~it«s) of th~ pro­
po;;ecl prc~ect contains prim¢, unique. statewide or local uuportant f1mnlaud. 

Step ' 4 - In cases wher~ farmland covo::r~cl by lll ~ FPPA will be ooJwerl~d by Ute proposed proj~cl 'NRCS Cield oJiiC<ls will CND· 
plete Parts IL IV and V uf the foi11L 

Step 5 - NRt,::s will relum copy A and l3 of the form to the Fetkml ag<~ncy involved in U1e project (Copy C wflJ be retained for 
NRCS records). 

Sto:p 6 - The F.;deral agency mvolved in tbe proposed project will complete Parts Vl and Vll of the L"omt, 

Step 7 - The fi'cder11l agency uwoll'en in me proposed projecr will make a detennination as to whether d1c proposed conver­
sion i~ consu;lt~nl wilh Ute fPPi\ ll!ld tho: age;Jcy's intemal policies .• 

INSTRUCTIONS POR COMPLETING TIIE PARML.Al'ID CONVERSION IMPACT RATING POIUvl 

Part 1: In completing the "Cow1ty !\J1d State" que~tious list all UH~ local gove.nunenL5 ll1al are re$ponsihle 
for local land controls where site(s)are to be 101valuated. 

Part Ill : In completing item B (Total Acres To Be Con ve:rted Indirectly), include the fo llowing: 

I . Acres not being directly co.nvertcd hutll1at would no longer he capable of being farmed at1er the..:onver­
sion. because the conversion would restrict access to U1em. 

2. Acres plrumed to receive services from ru1 infrastmcture p(oject as indicated in the projec1 justification 
(e.g. highways, utilities) that will cause a direct conversion. 

Pad VI: Do not.:omplcte Part VI if'ulocal s ite asseHsmcnt i~ used. 

Assign the ma.ximum points for e.1ch site assessll]ent criterion as shown in §658.5 (h) of CFR. ln cases of 
.:orridor-typc projeclt:< su.:h as transportation. powerline ru~d flood contro~ criterin 115 and 1/6 will not appl y 
and will. he weighed zero, however, criterion #8 wi ll he weighed a maximum of 25 poil1ts, and criterion 
# 11 a maximtun of 25 points. 

Individual Federal agencies at the national level, may as$ign relative weights among the 12 site assessment 
criteria oll1er tl1ru1 tl1ose shown in the FPPA rule. In all Ci~>cs where other weights are assigned relative adjust­
ments must be made to maintain the maximum total weigh1: points at 160. 

[n raling alle111ative s ites, Fedtl(al agencies shall cons ider· each of the criteria and a5sign poinls within the 
limi ts estahl.ished in the fl'P !\ rule. Siks most s uitable lior protection und.:lr these criteria wi ll receiYcJ the 
highest total scores, and sites lea<>t suitable, ll1e lowesl l>Oores, 

Part Vl(: In computing the ''Tqtal Site Assessment Point:s" where;~. State or local site assessment is used 
and tl1e total maximum number <>f points is (>ther than 160, adjust I he site assessment points to a base ofl 60. 
Example: if the Site Assessment maximum is 200 p<>ints, 1md altemuti vc Site" A" is rutcd I NO po ints: 
Total points assigned Site 1\ = 180 x 160 = 144 points for Site "A.'' 
Ma:>."imum po ints possible 200 
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Site Assessment Scoring for the Twelve Factors Used in FPPA 

The Site Assessment criteria used in the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) rule are designed to 
assess important factors other than the agricultural value of the land when determining which alternative 
sites should receive the highest level of protection from conversion lo non agricultural uses. 

Twelve factors are used for Site Assessment and ten factors for corridor-type sites. Each facior is listed 
in an outline form, without detaned definitions or guidelines to follow in the rating process. The. purpo.se 
of this document is to expand the definitions of use of each of the twelVe Site Assessment factors so 
that all persons can have 21 clear understanding as to what each factor is intended to evaluate and how 
po1nts are assigned for given conditrons. 

In each of the 12 factors a number rating system Is used to determine Which sites deserve the most 
protection from conversion to non-farm uses. The htgher the number value given to a proposed site, the 
more protection it Will receive. The maximum scores are 10, 15 and 20 points. depending upon the 
relative 1mportance of each particular question. If a question significantly relates to why a paroel of land 
should not be converted, the question has a maximum possible protection value of 20, whereas a 
question which does not have such a significant impact upon whether a site would be convened, would 
have fewer maximum points possible, for example 10. 

The following guidelines should be used in raf1ng the twelve Site Assessment criteria. 

1. How much land is in non-urban use within a radius of 1.0 mile from Where t he project is 
intended? 

More than 90 percent: 
90-20 percent. 
Less than 20 percent: 

15 points 
14 to 1 points 
0 points 

This factor is designed to evaluate the extent to which the area within one mile of the proposed 
site 1s non-urban area. For purposes of this rule, "non-urban'' should Include: 

AgricultUra l land (crop-fruit trees, nUts, oilseed) 
Range land 

• Forestland 
Golf Courses 
Non paved parks and recreational areas 
Mining sites 
Farm Storage 
LCikes, ponds and other water bodies 
Rural roads, Clnd through roads without houses or buildings 
Open space 
Wetlands 

• Fish production 
• Pasture or hayland 

Urban uses include: 

• Houses (other than farm houses) 
Apartment buildings 
Commercial buildings 
lnctustrial bUildings 
Paved recreational areas (i.e. tennis courts) 
Streets in areas with 30 structures per 40 acres 
Gas stations 
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EqUipment, supply stores 
Off-farm storage 
Processing plants 

• Shopp1119 malls 
Utilities/Services 
Medical buildings 

In ratmg this factor, an area one-mile from the outer eqge of the proposed site should be outli'leO on a 
current photo; the areas that are urban should be outlined For rural houses and other buildings wtth 
unknown stzes, use 1 and 1/3 acres per structure. For roads with houses on only one stde, use one half 
of road for urban and one half for non-urban. 

The purpose of this rating process ts to insure that the most valuable and vtable farmlands are protected 
from development projects sponsored by the Federal Government. With this goal in mind, factor S1 
suggests that the more agricultural lands surrounding the parcel boundary in question, the more 
protection from development this site should recetve. Accordingly, a site with a lar.ge quantity of non­
urbem lend surrounding ft will receive a greater 
number of points for protection From development. Thus. where more than 90 percent of the area 
around the proposed site (do not include the proposed stte tn this assessment) is non-urban, assign 15 
points. Where 20 percent or less is 
non-urban, assign 0 points. Where the area lies between 20 and 90 percent non-urban, assign 
appmpriate points from 14 to 1, as noted below 

Percent Non-Urban land 
within 1 mile 

90 percent or greater 
85 to 89 percent 
80 to 84 percent 
75 to 79 percent 
70 to 74 percent 
65 to 69 percent 
60 to 64 percent 
55 to 59 percent 
50 to 54 percent 
45 to 49 percent 
40 to 44 percent 
35 to 39 percent 
30 to 24 percent 
25 to 29 percent 
21 to 24 percent 
20 percent or less 

Points 

15 
14 
13 
12 
11 
10 
9 
8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 
0 

2. How much of the perimeter of the site borders on land in non-urban use? 

More than 90 percent: 
90 to 20 percent 
Less than 20 percent 

10 points 
9 to 1 polnt(s) 
0 points 

Thts factor is des1gned to evaluate the extent to Whtch the land adJacent to the proposed site Is non­
urban use. Where factor #1 evaluates tne general location of the PfOposed stte, this factor evaluates 
the immediate penmeter of the site. The definition of urban and non-urban uses in factor #1 should be 
used for this factor. 

In rabng the second factor, measure the penmeter of the srte that IS 1n non-urban and urban use. 
Where more than 90 percent of the perimeter Is In non-urban use, score ttus factor 10 points Where 
less than 20 percent, assign 0 points. If a road ts next to the penmeter, class the area accorolng to the 
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23 to 25 percent 
20 to 22 percent percent or Less 
Less than 20 percent 

2 , 
0 

4. Is the site subject to state or unit of local government policies or programs to protect 
farmland or covered by private programs to protect farmland? 

Site is protected: 
Site is not protected· 

20 points 
0 potnts 

This factor is desfgned to evaluate the extent to whtch state and local government and private programs 
have made efforts to protect this site from conversion. 

State and local policies and programs to protect farmland Include: 

State Policies and Programs to Protect Farmland 

Tax. Relief 

A Differential Assessment: Agricultural lands are taxed on then agncultural use value, rather 
than at market value. As a result, farmers pay fewer taxes on their land, whtch helps keep them 
1n business, and therefore helps to 1nsure that the farmland will not be converted to 
nonagricultural uses. 

1. Preferential Assessment for Property Tax Landowners w1lh parcels of land used for 
agnculture are given the pnvilege of differential assessment 

2. Deferred Taxation for Property Tax. Landowners are deterred from converting their land 
to nonfarm uses, because if they do so, they must ~ back taxes at market value 

3 Reslnct1ve Agreement for Property Ta)( Landowners who want to receive Dtlferenttal 
Assessment must agree to keep thetr land in • eligible use. 

B Income Tax Credits 

Circuit Breaker Tax Credits. Authonze an eligible owner of farmland to apply some or all of the 
property taxes on his or her farmland and farm structures as a tax credit against the owne~s 
state mcome tax. 

C Estate and Inheritance Tax Benefits 

Farm Use Valuation for Death Tax: Exemption of state lax liability to eligible farm estates 

2 "Right to farm" laws: 

Prohibits local governments from enacting laws which will place restrictions upon normally 
accepted fam,lng practices, for example, the generation or noise, odor or dust 

3 Agncultural Oistricting· 

Wherein farmers voluntarily orgaruz.e districts of agricultural land to be legally recogmz.ed 
geographic areas These farmers receive benefits, such as protect1on from annexation, 1n 
exchange for keeping land wtthin the distnct for a gtven number of years. 

4 Land Use Controls: Agncultural Zontng. 
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Types of Agncultural Zon1ng Ordinances InclUde' 

A. Exclusive. In which the agrjcultural zone IS restricted to only farm-related dwellings, With, for 
example, a minimum of 40 acres per dwelling unit 

B Non-Exclusive. In which non-farm dwellings are allowed, but the dens1ty rema1ns low, such 
as 20 acres per dwelling unit 

Additional Zoning techniques include: 

A Slidfnq Scale. This method looks a1 zoning according to the total size of the parcel owned. 
For example, the number of dwelling units per a giVen 11umber of acres may change from 
county to county according to the existing land acreage to dwelling unit ratio of surrounding 
parcels of land within the specific area. 

B Po1nt System or Numerical Approach: Approaches land use permits on a case by case 
basls. 

LESA· The LESA system (land Evaluation-Site Assessment) is used as a tool to help 
assess options for land use on an evaluatfon of productiVIty we1ghed agatnsl corrmitment to 
urban development 

C. Condltlonal Use: Based upon the evaluation on a case by case baSIS by the Board of 
Zoning Adjustment. Also may include the method of using spec1alland use perrrlts. 

5 Development R1gh!s: 

A. Purchase of Development Rights (PDR): VVhere development rights are purchased by 
Government action 

Buffer Zon1ng Otstncts· Buffer Zontng D1stricts are an example of land purchased by 
Government act1on. This land IS included 111 zoning ord1nances 1n order to preserve and 
protect agricultural lands from non-farm land uses encroaching upon them 

B Transfer of Development Rights (TOR) Development nghts are transferable for t.se In other 
1ocat1ons designated as receiving areas. TOR is considered a locally based action (not 
state), because it requires a voluntary decision on the part of the IndiVIdual landowners. 

6 Governor's Executive Order: Policy made by the Governor, staring the importance of agriculture, 
and the preservation of agricultural lands. The Governor orders the slate agencies to avoid the 
unnecessary converston of important farmland to nonagricultural uses. 

7 Voluntary State Programs: 

A California's Program of Restrictive Agreements and Dltrerential Assessments: The 
California Land Conservation Act of 1965, commonly known as the Williamson Act, allows 
cities, counties and individual landowners to form agricultural preserves and enter into 
contracts for 10 or more years to insure that these parcels of land rema1n strictly for 
agricultural use. Since 1972 the Act has extended eligibility to recreational and open space 
lands such as scenic htghway corridors, salt ponds and wildlife preserves These 
contractually restricted lands may be taxed dttrerentJally for their real value One hundred­
acre distncts constitute the mintmum land siZe eligible 

Suggestion: An improved version of the Act would state that if the land is con.~erted 
after the contract expires, the landowner must pay the difference rn the taxes between 
market value for the land and the agncultural tax value which he or she had been 
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paying under the Act_ Th1s measure would help to Insure that farmland would not be 
converted after the 10 year penod ends 

B Maryland Agricultural Land Preservation Program Agrlculturallandowners within 
agncuttural distncts have the opportunrty to sellthe1r developmenl nghts to the Maryland 
Land Preservation Foundation under the agreement that these landowners will not 
subdivide or develop their land for an initial penod of five years After five years the 
landowner may terminate the agreement with one year notice 

As is stated above under the California Williamson Act, the landowner should pay the back 
taxes on the property if he or she decides to convert the land after the contract expires, In 
order to discourage such conversions. 

C Wisconsin Income Tax Incentive Program The Wisconsin Far1111and Preservation Program 
of December 1977 encourages local jurisdictions in Wisconsin to adopt agricultural 
preservation plans or exclusive agncultural district zoning ordinances In exchange for credJt 
against state income tax and exemption rrom special utility assessment. Eligible candidates 
Include local governments and landowners With at least 35 acres of land per dwelling unit in 
agricultural use and gross farm profits or at least 56 000 per year, or S18,000 over three 
years_ 

8 Mandatory State Programs: 

A. The Environmental COntrol Act In the state or Vermont was adopted in 1970 by the Vermont 
State Legislature_ The Act established an environmental board with 9 members (appointed 
by the Governor) to Implement a plann1ng process and a permit system to screer most 
subd1vis10ns and development proposals according to speoflc cntena stated in the law_ 
The planning process conststs of an intenm and a f1nal Land Capability and Development 
Plan, the latter of which acts as a policy plan to control development The policies are 
wrrtlen in order to: 

• prevent air and water pollution; 
protect scenic or natural beauty histone s1tes and rare and Irreplaceable 
natural areas; and 

• consider the 1mpacts of growth and reduction of development on areas of 
primary agricultural soils. 

B The California State Coastal commission· In 1976 the COastal Act was passed to establish 
a permanent Coastal Commission w1th permit and planning authonty The purpose of the 
Coastal Commissron was and Is to protect the senslttve coastal zone environment and Its 
resources, While accommodating the social and economic needs of the state. The 
Commission has the power to regulate development rn the coastal zones by 1ssuing permits 
on a case by case basis until local agencies can develop the1r own coastal plans, whrch 
must be certified by the Coastal Commission. 

C Hawaii's Program of State Zoning: In 1961 , the Hawaii State Legislature established Act 
187, the Land Use Law, to protect the farmland and the welfare of the local people of 
Hawaii by planning to avoid "unnecessary urbanizatton' The Law made all state lands into 
four districts. agricultural, conservation, rural and urban The Governor appointed members 
to a State Land Use Commission, whose dulles were to uphold the Law and forrr the 
boundanes of the four districts In addition to state zoning, the Land Use Law Introduced a 
program of Differential Assessmenl wherem agnculturallandowners pa1d taxes on their 
land for Its agricultural use value, rather than Its market value 

0 The Oregon Land Use Act of 1973 Th1s act established the Land COnservation and 
Development Commission (LCOC) to provide statewide planntng goals and guidelines. 
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Under Ibis Act, Oregon ctties and coUnbes are each reqUired to draw up a comprehensive 
plan, consistent with statewide planning goals. Agricultural land preservation fs high on the 
list of state goals to be followed locally. 

If the proposed site is subject to or has used one or more of the above fa rmland protection programs or 
policies, score the site 20 points. If none of the above policies or programs apply to this site, score 0 
points. 

5. How close is the. site to an urban built-up area? 

The site is 2 mi les or more f rom an 15 points 
urban built-up area 
The site is more than 1 mile but less 10 points 
than 2 miles from an urban built-up area 
The site is less than 1 mile from, but is 5 points 
not adjacent to an urban bunt-up area 
The site ls adjacent: to an Urban buflt-un 0 points 
area 

This factor is desrgned. to evaluate the extent to which the proposed site is located next to an existing 
urban area The urban built-up area must be 2500 population. The measurement from the buflt-up area 
should be made from the point at which the density is 30 structures per 40 acres and w ith no open or 
non-urban land existing between the major built-up areas and lhts point. Suburbs adj acent to cities or 
Urban built-up areas should be considered as part of that urban area. 

For greater accuracy, use the following chart to determine how much protection the site should receive 
according to its dlstance from an urban area, See chart below: 

Distance From Perimeter 
of Site to Urban Area 

More than 10,560 feet 
9,860 to 10,559 feet 
9,1 (50 to 9,859 feet 
8,460 to 9,159 feet 
7,760 to 8,459 feet 
7,060 to 7,759 feet 
6,360 to 7,059 feet 
5,660 to 6,359 feet 
4,960 to5,659 feet 
4,260 to 4,959 feet 
3,560 to 4,259 feet 
2,860 !o3,559 feet 
2,160 to 2,859 feet 
1,460 to 2,159 feet 
760 to 1 , 459 feet 
Less than 760 feet (adjacent) 

Points 

15 
14 
13 
12 
11 
10 
9 
8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 
0 

6 . How close is the site to water lines, sewer lines and/or other local facilities and services 
whose capacities and design would promote nonagricultural use? 

None of the services exist nearer than 
3 miles from the site 
Some of the services exist more than 
one but less than 3 miles from the site 
All of the servtces exist within 1/2 mile 
of the site 

15 points 

10 points 

0 points 
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ThiS question determines how much infrastructure (Water, sewer, etc ) IS 1n place which could facilitate 
nonagriCtJitural development The fewer facilities in place. the more difficult 11 is to develop an area. 
Thus, if a proposed site is further away from these services (more than 3 miles distance awa~). the site 
should be awarded the htghest number of po1nts (15) As the dtslance of the parcel of land to services 
decreases, the number of po1nts awarded declines as well So, when the site is equal to or further than 
1 mile but less than 3 miles away from serv1ces, it should be g1ven 10 po1nts Accordingly if this 
distance 1s 1/2 mile to less than 1 mile., award 5 points; and if the distance from land to services IS less 
than 112 m1le, award 0 points. 

Dtstance to public facilities should be measured from the pen meter of the parcel tn question to the 
nearest stte(s) where necessary facilities are located. If there Is more than one distance (i.e. from srte to 
water and from site to sewer), use the average distance (add all distances and then divide by the 
number of different distances to get the average). 

Faolllttes which could promote nonagricultural use Include· 

Wafer lines 
• Sewer lines 
• Power lines 
• Gas lines 

Circulation (roads) 
Rre and police protectJon 
Schools 

7. Is the farm unit(s) containing the site (before the project) as large as the average-size 
fa rming unit in the county? (Average farm sizes in each county are avai lable from the NRCS 
field offlce.s In each state. Data are from the latest available Census of Agriculture, Acreage 
of Farm Units in Operation with $1 ,000 or more in sales.) 

As large or larger· 
Below average; Deduct 1 point for 
each 5 percent below the average, 
down to 0 points if 50 percent or more 
is below average 

10 po1nts 
9 toO po1nts 

Th1s factor is designed to determine how much protection the s1te should rece1ve, according to its size In 
relation to the average size of farming units Within the county. The larger the parcel of land, the more 
agricultural use val Lie the land possesses, and vfce versa. Thus, If the rarm unit is as large or larger 
than the county average, it rece1ves the maximum number of potn!s (1 0). The smaller the parcel of land 
compared to the county average, the fewer number of points given. Please see below. 

Parcel Size in Relation to Average County 
Size 

Same size or larger than average (100 percent) 
95 percent of average 
90 percent of average 
85 percent of average 
80 percent of average 
75 percent of average 
70 percent of average 
65 percent of average 
60 percent of average 
55 percent of average 
50 percent or below countY average 

Points 

10 
9 
8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 
0 
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State and local Natural Resources ConseiVallon SeiVtce officeS Will have the average farm stze 
tnformatlon, provided by the latest available Census of Agnculture data 

8. If this site is chosen for the project, how much of the remaining land on the farm will become 
non-farmable because of interference with land patterns? 

Acreage equal to more than 25 percent of acres directly 10 points 
converted by the project 
Acreage equal to between 25 and 5 percent of the acres 9 to 1 point(s) 
directly converted by the project 

Acreage equal to less than 5 percent or the acres 0 points 
directly converted by the project 

This factor tackles the question of how the proposed development will affect the rest of the land on the 
farm The site which deseiVes the mast protection from conversion wtll receive the greatest number of 
points, and vice versa. For example, if the project is small, such as an extens1on on a house, the rest of 
the agricultural land would remain farmable, and thus a lower number of points IS given to the s1te. 
Whereas if a large.scale highWay is planned, a greater portion of the land (not including the s te) will 
become non-farmable, since access to the farmland Will be blocked; and thus, the s1te should receive 
the highest number of po1nts (10) as protectton from converston 

Conversion uses of the Site Vl/hich Would Make the Rest or the Land Non·Farmable by Interfering with 
Land Patterns 

Conversions whtch make the rest of the property nontarmable Include any development which blocks 
acceSSibility to the rest of the site Examples are highWays, railroads, dams or development abng the 
front or a s1te restnct1ng access to the rest of the property. 

The point sconng ts as follows; 

Amount of Land Not Including the 
Site Which Will Become Non-

Farmable 
25 percent or greater 
23 - 24 percent 
21 - 22 percent 
19 - 20 percent 
17- 18 percent 
15- 16 percent 
13- 14 percent 
11- 12 percent 
9 - 11 percent 
6-8 percent 
5 percent or less 

Points 

10 
9 
8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 
0 

9. Does the site have available adequate supply of farm support seiVIces and markets, I.e., farm 
suppliers, equipment dealers, processing and storage facilities and farmer's markets? 

All requ~red seiVices are available 
Some required services are available 
No required 5ef\lices are available 

5 pointS 
4 to 1 point(s) 
o points 

Thts factor is used to assess whether there are adequate support facthl1es, actiVIties and industry to 
Keep the fal'l'Tllng business in business. The more support factltlles available to the agricultural 
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landowner, the more feas1ble rt is for him or her to stay •n produollon In additiOn, agncultural support 
fac•lilles are compatible with farmland This fact is important, because some land uses are not 
compatible; for example, development next to farmland cam be dangerous to the welfare of the 
agricultural land, as a result oi pressure irom the neighbors who often do not appreciate the roise, 
smells and dust intnnsic to farmland. Thus, when all requ1red agncultural support services are available, 
the maximum number of points (5) are awarded When some services are available, 4 to 1 pomt(s) are 
awarded, and consequently, when no services are available, no points are given See below: 

Percent of Points 
Services Available 

100 percent 
75 to 99 percent 
50 to 7 4 percent 
25 to 49 percent 
1 to 24 percent 
No services 

5 
4 
3 
2 
1 
0 

10. Does the site have substantial a.nd well-maintained on farm investments s uch as barns, 
other storage buildings, fruit trees and vines, field terraces, drainage, irrigation, waterways, 
or other soil and water conservation measures? 

H1gh amount of on-farm Investment 
Moderate amount of non-farm 
Investment 
No on-farm Investments 

20po1nts 
19 to 1 polnt(s) 

0 points 

ThiS factor assesses the quantity of agricultural facilities In place on the proposed s1te If a sigmficant 
agricultural infrastructure exists, the site should continue to be used for fanm1ng and thus the parcel Will 
receive the highest amount of points towards protechon from conversiOn or development tf lnefe 1s httle 
on farm Investment, I he site will receiVe comparatively less protect1on See-below 

Amount of On-farm Investment 
As much or more than necessary to 
mamta1n producllon (100 percent) 

95 to 99 percent 
90 to 94 percent 
85 to 89 percent 
80 to 84 percent 
75 to 79 percent 
70 to 7 4 percent 
65 to 69 percent 
60 to 64 percent 
55 to 59 percent 
50 to 54 percent 
45 to 49 percent 
40 to 44 percent 
35 to 39 percent 
30 to 34 percent 
25 to 29 percent 
20 to 24 percent 
15to 19 percent 
10 to 14 percent 
5 to 9 percent 
0 to 4 percent 

Points 
20 

19 
18 
17 
16 
15 
14 
13 
12 
11 
10 
9 
8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 
0 
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11 . Would the project at this site, by converting farmland to nonagricultural use, reduce the 
support for farm support services so as to jeopardize the continued existence of these 
support services and thus, the viabitity of the farms remaining In the area? 

Substantial reduction 1n demand for support 10 po1nts 
services i f the site is converted 
Some reduction in demand for support 9 to 1 polnt(s) 
services if the site is converted 
No significant reduction in demand for 0 points 
support services if the site is converted 

This factor determines whether there are other agrlcultur<~lly re lated activibes, businesses or JObs 
dependent upon the working of the pre-converted site 1n order for the others to remain in product1on 
The more people and farming activities relying upon this land, the more protection it should receive from 
conversion Thus. if a substantial reduction in demand for support serv1ces were to occur as 'a result of 
conversions, the proposed site would receive a high score of 10, some reduction 1n demand would 
receive 9 to 1 polnt(s), and no significant reduction 1n demand would receive no points. 

Spec1fic points are outlined as follows· 

Amount of Reduction in Support 
Services if Site is Converted to 

Nonagricultural Use 
Substantial reduction (1 00 percent) 
90 to 99 percent 
80 to 89 percent 
70 to 79 percent 
60 to 69 percent 
50 to 59 percent 
40 to 49 percent 
30 to 39 percent 
20 to 29 percent 
10 to 19 percent 
No significant reduction (0 to 9 percent) 

Points 

10 
9 
8 
7 
6 
5 
4 

3 
2 
1 
0 

12. Is the kind and intensity of the proposed use of the site sufficiently incompatible with 
agriculture that it is likely to contribute to the eventual conversion of the surrounding 
farmland to nonagricultural use? 

Proposed project is incompatible wt!h existlnSJ 10 points 
agricultural use of surrounding farmland 
Proposed proJect is tolerable of existing 9 to 1 polnt(s) 
agncultura l use of surrounding farmland 
Proposed project is fully compatible with ex1sllng 0 po1nts 
agncuitur<~l use of surrounding farmland 

Factor 12 determnes whether conversion of the proposed agricultural s1te will eventually cause the 
conversion or neighboring farmland as a result of lncompallbtlity of use or the flfst With the latter The 
more incompatible the proposed conversion Is with agriculture the more protection th1s site receives 
rrom conversfon Therefor-. if the proposed conversion ts Incompatible w1th agnculture, the site receiVes 
10 points If the project Is toler<~ble with agriculture, it receiVes 9 to 1 po1nts, and If the proposed 
conversion is compatible With agriculture, it receives 0 po1nts. 
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CORRIDOR -TYPE SITE ASSESSMENT CRITERIA 

The following critena are to be used for proJects that have a linear or corndor - type site configuration 
connecting two distant points, af)d crossing several different tracts of land These include utility lines, 
highways, railroads, stream improvements, and flood control systems Federal agencies are to assess 
the suitability of each corridor-type site or design alternative for protection as farmland along with the 
land evaluation Information. 

For Water and Waste Programs, corridor analyses are not applicable for distribUtion or collection 
networks. Analyses are applicable for transmlss1on or trunk lines where placement of the lines are 
flexible. 

(1) How much land is in nonurban use within a radius of 1 0 mile form where the project is intended? 

{2) More than 90 percent 
(4) 90 to 20 percent 
(6) Less than 20 percent 

(3) 15 points 
(5) 14 to 1 point(s) 
(7) 0 points 

(2) How much of the perimeter of the site borders on land ln nonurban use? 

(3) More than 90 percent 
(5) 90 to 20 percent 
(7) less than 20 percent 

(4) 10 po1nt(s) 
(6) 9 to , points 
(8) 0 points 

(3) How much of the s1te has been farmed (managed for a scheduled harvest or limber actiVIty) more 
than frve of the last 10 years? 

(4) More than 90 peroent 
(6) 90 to 20 percent 
(8) Less tha.n 20 percent 

(5) 20 points 
{7) 19 to 1 polnt(s) 
(9) 0 potn!s 

(4) Is the s1te subject to state or unit of local govemmenl pohc1es or programs to protect farmland or 
covered by pnvate programs to protect farmland? 

Site is protected 
S~-e is not protected 

20 poonts 
0 pomls 

(5) Is the farm un1t(s) containing the site (before the project) as large as the average- size farming unit 
In the County? (Average farm sizes in each county are available from the NRCS field offices In 
each state. Data are from the latest available Census of Agriculture, Acreage of Farm Units in 
Operation with $1 ,000 or more in sales.) 

As large or larger 
Below average deduct1 point for each 5 

percent below ltle average, down to 0 points If 
50 percent or more below average 

10 points 
9 to 0 points 

(6) If the s1le 1s chosen for the project, how much or the rema1nlng land on the farm W1ll become non­
farmable because of interference with land patterns? 

Acreage equal to more than 25 percent of 25 pomts 
acres dtrectly converted by the project 
Acreage equal to between 25 and 5 percent of 1 to 24 point(s) 

ltle acres dtrectly convened by the pro1ect 
Acreage equal to less than 5 percent of the 0 potnts 

acres difectly converted by the project 
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(7) Does the s1te have available adequate supply of farm support servtces and markets, i e , farm 
suppliers, equipment dealers, processing and storage facilitieS and farmer's markets? 

All reqUired services are available 
Some required services are available 
No required services are available 

5 points 
4 to 1 pomt(s) 
0 po.nts 

(8) Does the Site have substantial and well-maintained on-farm Investments SLtch as barns, other 
storage building, fruit trees and vines, field terraces, dra1nage, 1rngat•on, waterways, or other soil 
and water conservation measures? 

High amount of on-farm investment 
Moderate amount of on-farm investment 
No on-farm •nvestment 

20 pomts 
19 to 1 poln~s) 
0 pomts 

(9) Would the proJect at this site, by converting farmland to nonagncultural use, reduce the demancl for 
farm support services so as to jeopardize the continued existence or these support services and 
thus, the viability of the farms remaining in the area? 

Substantial reduction m demand for support 25 pomts 
services if the site is convened 
Some reduction in demand f01 support 1 to 24 poml(s) 
services If the site is convened 
No significant reduction ill demand ior support 0 points 
services If the site is converted 

(10) Is the kind and tntensity of the propose<! use of the site suffictentty 1ncompattble Wilh agr.::ulture 
that It Is likely to contribute to the eventual conversion of surrounding farmland to nonagricultural 
use? 

Proposed project IS mcompatibte to ex1st1ng 
agnculturaluse of surround111g farmland 
Proposed project is tolerable to existing 
agricu~ural use of surrounding farmland 
Proposed project is fully compatible IMth 
ex1sting agricultural use of surrounding 
farmland 

10 po1nts 

9 10 1 po.nt(s) 

o po1nts 
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Agency 
VSRPA 

USCOE 

G ulfCoast Parkway 
Purpos~ and Need Stateme.nt and l'roject Effects 

ETDM Comments and Responses 

Comment 
EPJ\ is still unclear about this roadway being a reasonable 
oomponcnt to a hurricane evacuation system because there are other 
roadways that, with capacity additions, would move evacuees more 
directly aw:ty from the coasL 

Response 
Widening of existing roadways would improve hurricane ev.tcuation 
from Gulf County but the widening of these facilities would not 
meet the other criteria in the purpose and need. The proposed Gulf 
Coast Parl,:w:~y would meet lh~ other criteria and providt: i!ddilion 
hurricam; wacu;~tion bc:nc{its (see below). 

--;-~----i 
We noh: (and ~gree) with the;; deletion from the needs s tatement No rt:Sponse required. 
"improving safety" beeause the cbta imLicate that Uu: area roadways 
incur G1r lt:Ss accidents than the:: statew~verage:;.~.,...,...,...­
Capacity additions to existing US 98 tlu·ough Tyndall AFB prope1ty 
has been eliJu.U!Me<l by FDOTIFlf\\1 A as a viable alteJllative, 
However, this revised PN sti ll does not include tl1e documented 
fi·equencies of pa~t roadway closures foe secut·ity reason~ or any 
J?rojections of future s.J.osure of US 98 tln·m!g!l Tyndall. 
1l1c new intermodal disb·ibution center ei!!:ht miles north of Panama 
C ity will he an important factor for commerce. Tt i~ therefore 
unclear why some of the seven altematives ll1at have been 
dctetmincd to meet the PN do not te~·minate at the proposed 
distribul.ion center. 

TI1e widening of existing US 98 was dete11n.ined to not be a viable 
alte1lliltive due to the imt>acts- tltrough Me:-;.ico Be;~ch. Tite nature 
and duration ofelosure ofUS 98 through Tyndall Affi aresporadie 
and vary aecordin_g to the need. The dates and durations of future 
closures are not available. 
1l1c a lternative corridors under oonsidcratfon were those that best 
met the project's purpose and need after the initial evaluation of all 
the suggested corridors. However, not all of the 11ltemative corridors 
meet all the projccfs identified needs equally. Some corridors may 
not terminate at the distribution cent~rr but :ire still able to s<.wc it by 
tetminating in its vicinity. futiher, meeting this need has to be 
weighed in conside1·ation with other needs and the alternative 
con·idors' imJlacl~. 

·n,c population growth at about 16-17 pe1·eent per annum for Gulf 1l1c prqjocted population growth is not reported as justifkation for 
and Bay counties doe~ not retlect a need for eoonomic stimuli. economic stimuli, but as need for additional road capacity and 
People arc coming into these counties either because of job mobility. The need for economic stimuU in Gulf county was b<~scd 
opp01tunitics or thoy are re tirees with :tmplt: incomes. on the loss in population :md jobs following the constitutional net 

-::-=-----! ba'l_:Jmendmcnl and the closure of the pai!er mill. _ -=--
The Corps doe;;s not fully agree with lhc:: inclusion of Emergency A hunicam: eV<tcuation analysis was prepared the Gulf Coast 

._ ____ ,...;:E=-·v;.;.a;.;.e=uation as just.ifu.:.ation for I!urpos~' and need. Directing Park\1•ay stutlv using_Jhe Tr3!_ns,POrlittion Analysis OJ?.(iate .~ 
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USFWS 

FUWA 

evacuc:cs into Panama City and SR 231 will not aiel in the evacuation 
of residmts of Panama City. No supporting documentation has bec.n 
provicted which would suggest evacuation times would be 
signili•;antly reduced or the residents of Bay County would bt:nefit 
from this roadway; tlterefure, tl1e corps n:cottunends deletion ofthis 
justific;ation from the purpost: <md need determination 

Apalachec and Northwest Florida Hurricane Evacuation Restudies 
and tl1c subsequent updated modd work pcrfoom:d for Bay County. 
11H: conclusion of Otis slu<ly was tltitt witltout thc:: Gulf Coast 
Parkway clearance Limes for US231 in Bay County and SR 71 in 
Gull' County will incre:1se. With the Gulf Coast Parkway clearance 
times will im:rease by 3 to 4 hours QVer the clearance times without 
the Pm·k-way. but clearance times on SR 71 would decrease. FU11hcr, 
the report suggests that clearance times on US 231 could be 
decreased below those without the Park.>v:ty by instituting 
contrallow traffic (incrl;l;lsing the number of norlhbowul l:mes hy 
convetting southbound lanes to nortltbound lanes) on US 231 at SR 
20. Giv~;;n that SR 71 is the only northbound route uut of Gulf 
County and a con:siderable amount of tltc population in Gu U' County 
and southeast Ray County is located alot\g the coast, it wn.~ 
concluded that the Gulf Coast Parkway would benefit evacuation for 
coastal residents. 

Roocnl. high popul<~Lion growth r;\les W(,'fC given as support for the 'llte growth rate given was derived JJ-om US Census data for 1990 
need for the new roadway. However, US C(::nsus Bw·e-dU .figures and 2000 nnd was provide<.! to show the recent trend in population 
releasc:d H~cently showed onJy a modest popubtion gain of 1.4% for growth for Utis area ovor a poriod of time. This number, however, 
Bay County between July 2005 and July 2006. 11us below the stale was nol the basi'> utilized to develop traffic projections that were 
aver'!,g~ of L.8%. Gull' County showed less than 1% 1:,rrowth. ~--l used lo determine traffic~1pacit~ needs. __ 
11te cost and funding sou_rce for tho:\ project is not identified...... . .. 'llt<: PD&E study is fimded with $4.35 million in fOOT funds for 
'f1tis i1nfotmntion is impottant, particularly tbr the public, in the the completion of the study with an r\nvironmerttal Impact 
consideration of whether the po$sible negative imp<~<;ts of the project st.~tetnent. $25 million in federal funds has been programmed fot 
are worth pursuing given the project cost, and whether the pe~rtial design and R/ W acquisition upon cotnpletiotl of the PD&E 
opportunity cost oHurtding this project over others is justifiable,. ... . study. 
A genc~alized cost estimate for e.-1ch alternative should be provided 
as ;1 n:sponse in the:. Pro1:,rranuning Screen swnmary Report. As reques ted, a genemlized cost estimate iu~· each allemative will b~: 

included in th<;: Programming Scre.:n Summary Report. 



  E-3 

Gener al FBT Comments and Responses 

_ Ag!JnC)"-' _ _,_ ___________ C;;;..omme"'nt"-----,--------'----------
Coasl:al a nd Marine 

Resp~o:.:.ns::.:e::..._ _________ -1 

NM'FS Federal agencies which pcn:nit, fund, or undertake activities which .An EFH assessment has been compleicd as a part of this study and 
n1ay adv~TScly impact EFH arc requin:d to consult with NMFS is available a-s a standalone documc.n.t for review . Additionallv the 
and. as a part of the consultation process, an b"'FH assessment must fmdiog.s of the ErH ass...-ssment ancl the project's aflect on EFI-l 
be prepa1·ed to accompany the consultatjon request Regulations habitats Is summarized in S('Ctinn 4.3.5 oftJ1e DEIS. 
rcquire1hat EFH assessments include: 

I. A descriptl on of t11e pmposed action: 

2. an analysis of the effects (including cumulative effects) of the 
1m3posed action on 11FH, the managed ft~h species, and major prey 
spo:cies; 

3. U1e federal ag_encys views regarding Ute e_ffects of U1e action on 
P.FII; and, 

4. proposed mitigation~ if applicable_ 

Pr•ovisions of the EFII reg1datio.ns ISO CFR 600.920(c)l al.low 
co.nsultat!on responsibility to be formally delegated from federal to 
st~1te agencies, including fDOT. Whether EfoU consultation i~ 
undert;~ken by the Federal Highway Administration or FDOT. it 
sh•ould bt: initiated as soon 11s specific project desjgn and 

1 
______ ..J...;co;;;.;;:n=st.r\1Ctioo !!!!Pact infonn<~tion are avaibble. 

Contruninal'cd Sites 
US EPA TilLe d~:tailed PD&E review stil l should verify all uncl~:Tgrouncl A Conlamin:1tion Report has b~:en compl~:ted as a pait of this 

tanks and inwstigale possible undocumt-1ltlld sites. study and is avai lable for review. Additionally thc summary 
discussion for conhnuioation is av:1ilabk in SI.'Ciions 3.6.11 and 
4.3.9 ofthcDElS. 
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NRCS 
Farmlands 

However, looking towards the future and food quantity concems, A Farmland Application was submitted to NRCS to assess the 
impacts on farmland (cithe1· nonprirne or prime) should be pr~ject alignment~ ' affects on fam1 lands (either prime or 
evaluated :md given consideration beibre determ.ining any nonprime). '!be results of this process ind:ioate that the only 
partioular route. involvement with prime farrnl:mds occur with Alternative 

Floodplains 

Alignment 15. 

11te cliscu.~sion of Fnnnlnnds can he found in Sections 3.5.6 and 
.tJ. I5 of the DTITS. The Pannlands letter from the NRCS has 
be.m included in the JJEIS !P.£C00n""'c""li;:.;;x·'--------

USEPA While at this screening stage, th.is is an alternative corridor !\. separate Location 1-{ydraulics Rep01t and Preliminary 
analysis. it would be appropriate for additional t~;chnical data lo be En1,>ln~;X;ring R~;port hav~; been pr~;parcd for this study and can be 
pwvided. Bridging 1s considered mitigation but it is more rcvic:wed. 
appropriately a method of minimization of imp:1cts as compar<:clto 
placement of till and culvert. A va1id next step in tlu: alll:matiws 'Tht: discussion of bridging and culverts in floodplains is 
analysis would be for bridging assumptions to be dcfim:d for each summarized in Sed ion .J.J. I 1 of the DElS. 
hydraulic crossing . . Also, the sponsors· 11reliminary assumptions 
fat· cu lvc.1t should be presented wherever assumed. 

NWFW'MD Efforts should be ma.de to protect floodplain resources and A separate Location Hydraulics Rep011 and Preliminary 
fumctions, including by rem.aining within exi~ting alignments to Engi.neering Report have been t>repared for this study and Cill1 be 
th1: dcgr<:e possible :~nd maintaining hydrologic cormcctivity and reviewed. 

USCOE 

integrity across the spectrum oflikely flows. 
'Jbe discussion of floodplains is summarized in S!'d ions 3.6.5 and 
...±ill. ofthe· DElS. 

Measures should be taken to avoid haz.ards to nav:igation and water For all bridge crossings ovvr the ICWW or over Wcmppo Creek a 
flow. high fcvel bridge has been plannlid Lo avoid hazards to nav:igation 

and watc:r flow. 
Alternative~ 8, 9, 10, II, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16. and 18 propose 
crossing of the GCICWW at a narrow location within GuU'County A separate Location Hydraulics Rf:por1s has been prepared and 
and some show crossing at the existing Overstreet Bridge location. provides further detail on all of the waterway crossings for the 
Each ofthese crossings should have minimal impacts to navigable _llroject. 
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w:1tcrs of lh~.: United States or the GClC\\f\.V. 
The surrunary discussion for navigation and waterway crossings 

Al l other crossings of w:1ters of U1e U.S should be maximized to can be f ound in Section ..J.3.17 of the DEIS. 
m<;oq>Omle navigation, water floW, and \Vildlife movement. 
Secondary impacts associated With boat launching, fishing, and 
camping should be t.-valuated during the design process. 

Water Qualitv and Quant ity 
USEPA Alternative.<; 7 and 17 are ~ubstantially less length which would TI1.e discussion of water quality and quantity impacts is 

nonnally mean less direct impacts to water resources. Those summarized in Sect inns 3.6.1 and ,.,3. 7 of the DEIS. Fmther a 
altemativcs. however. traverse more open smfacc waters than the Pond Siting Report and Location Hydraulics Repo1t have been 
other altemalives, and therefore could present potentially greater prepared which discuss the treatment and handling of ~tonnwater 
issues for handling surface runotf from the road p1•oject. The ·&om the proposed alternatives. 
management of stormwatcr will be addressed much later in the 
review of the project. Without much more technical data on the 
-physicalldtemical qu11l ity of tlte brackisl\ attd ti·esh water 
1'e!:ources witl1.in the direct path of the alternatives, EPA is unable 
to make reasoned conclusions about the deRree of adverse impacts. 

NWFWJ\IID Non point discharges are of particular concem at the indicated Tite discussion of1he projects cumul:ltive effects is summarized in 
&!ream crossings. Additionally, as presented, development of tl1e Sect·ion ~.3. 1 9 of the DETS. Additionally a Cumulative Efiecls 
roadway would appear to facilitate considerable new land use Analysis Rcpo11 has been completed and is. nvailablc for review. 
intensification, which in tum has the potential to generate 
additional widespread nonpoint source pollution. As a part of the process to avoid and minimize impact~ as much as 

possible the aligrunents were dc:vclop~o:d along existing roadways, 
For any alti..TIJative or vari;mt that m<~y be pursued. the following ulilizc.;d bridges a11d culve~ts. and atlr:mp!cd to avoid wetland and 
rnt:asures should be incorporated to limit direct and cumulative other sensitive lands. TI1e discussion of tit is process if provided in 
impacts: Section 2 of the DTITS. 

- Follow existing roadway con·idors to Ute ma.ximum extent 11te Cumulative E·lfects Analysis was completed in coordination 
possible. with the ETAT agencies as well as tlte local and regional planning 

agencies. This cfl·ort should provide information for tl1osc 
- Maximize u~e of e:--.1ended elevated bridges to pi·oted Ute agencies to work together on ~trategic conservation efforts to help 
integrity of the stJ-e~m at1d wetland con'idors, hydrology, water minimize $pin-off suburb11rt sprawl artd habitat fragmentation. 
quality, artd associated habitat~. 
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The appropriate permitting process will b~o: followed as U1i.s projcct 
- tvfalcimizc use of wetland and waterfront bu1Jcr areas. progresses into tile Design Phase. Coordination with the 

appropriah; permitting :1genci<:S has been carried out UU'Oughout 
- Provide for limit eeL acct;:;s and coordinate with locaJ government U1e PD&.E study proet:ss. 
comprchensive planning lo limit potcntial for spin-off suburban 
spirawl and subscqu€:nl NPS pollution :mel habitat fragmentation. 

Tine project would rec1uire state ~tonnwater permitting, 
recognizing that a transition to Environmental Resource 
Poonitting is currently in progr.:ss. Additional local permit 
requirements may apply as well. Well ab:mdoomenl if requirod. 
w<>uld be su~jwt to petmillin.g by the NWFWMD in accordance 
with Chapter 40A-3, F.f\_C. 

I----,,.,-=---,-,..---.,---,-------:-:------.,---...,..,..\'-'V~e.cctl ands 
FDEP The wetland l'esource petmit/stotmwater pcnnit applicant wi ll be 

requ ired to eliminate or reduce tl1e proposed wetland resource 
imp2tOl$ of pa1·l.;way constmction to the greaft:$1 extent practicable: 

- M inimization should emphasize avoidance-oriented con·idor 

Tile appropriate permitting pr'OCC$S will be followed as this project 
progresses into tl1e Design Phase. Coordination with the 
appropriate permittmg agencie:; has been ea11·ied out tltroughout 
the PD&TI study process. 

alignlfTients, wetland fill reductions via pile bridging and Section 2 d1scuss<:S ti1e dcvclopment of the alternative alignments 
steep/vertically r<'ltainetl side slopes, and medi~n witlth reductions and Ute prOC<:Ss for avoidance and minimi2<1tion of impacts. 
within safety limits. 

A Cumtt11tive Effect~ Analysis Report h~s been completed ~rtd is 
- W<;tlancls should not be di~placed by the inst.11latjon ofstonnwater available for review. The summary <Jf the cumulative effects 
conveyance and tre.1tment swales; compensatory tre;~t:mertt in an11lysis is available ln St>ction 4.3.19 of the DEIS. 
adjac:ent uplands is the prefem:d alternative. 

A h.igh level bridge crossing h:1s been pl:1nned for any crossing 
-Aller avo.idam:e and m.in.imiz.ation have bet:n exlJaust.ed, mitigut.ion that may be designed over the. IC\VW or Wet;tppo Creek. 
must. bC:l proposed to omet the adverse impacts of the project to lnlormation nbout additionnJ waterway orossin&ll can be found in 
existing \'!etland functions and values. Significant attention is giwn the Loc:ttion llydraulics Report ns well as in Se(·Cion ... 3. 11 of the 
to iorested wetland sysWtns and se:igr11ss beds, which ttte dillicult to DElS. 

, ______ mitilz.:.'a;.::.le;:.;.· ·------------------
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NMF'S 

- The;; cumulative impacts of concurrent and futun.: road 
improvement projects in U1e vicinity of the subje.:t projl:l!t should 
also be:: addressc::d. 

DEP· Northwest District staJ'f has visited many of the conidor sites 
and indicates rhnt the proposed bridges over East Bay, the 
Tntrncoastal Waterway, and Wetappo Creek should be designed to 
maiuttain access for sailboats with tall masts (;It lcllst 65 teet high). 
'l11~;; corridors crossing Callow:~y Creek. Boggy Creek. Cooks Bayou, 
Smith Bayou. Sandy Cn.:ek, Little Sandy Crock, Horseshoe Creek. 
<and (upstream) Wetappo Creek would rcqu.irtl substantial bridging 
over floodplain areas with extensive wetlands. 
District staft" have also expressed concerns regarding the project 
mut1:s following Star Avenue, which has clitchiJ1g 3long the sides of 
the t'oad that arc habitat for the Panama City Crawfish. 
ln addition to direct impacts to EJ:iH, NMFS has concerns regarding 
!he road 's impact on the maintenance of the area ·s natural hydrology 
and !Cr<.:shwltlcr inflow to the estu11rino environment Also of cono-.Tn 
arc the e.!Iccts of increased tmffic in the a.re11 and automobile­
asso•~iated pollutants can·ied by slormwatt::r runoff oil' the rouds 
imp~:rvious surface. 

Salt mar~;h, tidal flats, marine and estuarine water column, and non­
vegetated bottom are specific c.1tcgorics of EFH that may be 
impatcted by the projccL Federal agencies which pem1it, fund, or 
undc:rtak~.: :~ctivitic~ which may adversely impact EFH art: required 
to consult with NM.FS and, as u part of the consultation process, an 
EFH assessment must be pr~.:pan:d to accompany the consultation 
reqw:::st. Regulations require that F.Fl-1 assessments include: 

1. 1\ description of U1e proposed action; 

2 . an analysis of ihe effects (includin,o; cumulative uffcct~} of the 

The prcsenct;; of the.: Panama City Crayfish has been nol.cd 
throughout this study process, Avoidance of their habitat along 
Star Avemtt: has bt::c::n inco.rporated into U1t;; atlc::mpt to minm1izt:: 
projc::ct impacts. 

Section 4.3.11 of tht: J"t;;port summarizes the Location Hydraulic 
Report which indicates the proj"-ct will m.1intain hydrologic 
conditions. 

An EHi assessment has been complt::ted as a part of this study and 
is iiVaiJable :1s a standalone document lor review. Additionally the 
findings of the EFH assessment and tl1e project'~; affect on EFH 
habitats is summarized in Section 4.3.5 oftl1c DEJS. 
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proposed action on EFH, the managed lish spc:ci~::s, and major pfl;;y 
spcc:ii.'S; 

3. the Federalagencfs vie,vs regarding thl;) effects of the action on 
EFH; and, 

4. proposed mitigation, if applicable. 

Prov isions of the EFH regulations [50 CFR 600.920(el] allow 
cons ultalion n:sponsibility to be formally delegated n·om fcdor~l lo 
stato agencies. including FOOT. \Vhother Bil-l cons ult~tion is 
unde:rtaken by the Fedl-n l Highway Administration or f<DOT, it 
should be initialed as !lOOn as speci tic project des ign and 
cons truction impact information arc avai lable. RFH consultation can 
be imi tinted independent of other project review tasks or can be 
incowporated in environmental planning documents. Upon n.'View of 
the lEFT-! assessmenl NMFS will detC(nli.ne if it is necessary to 
provide EFH conservation recommenda tions on the project. 

NWF\>YMD For any allematlvc or variant that may be p UJ-s ued, the following 
meal1ur~o:s should be inc<>rporatt:d to limit direct and cumulative 
imp~tcts : 

-Follow existing roadway corridors to the maximum extent possible, 

• Av.oid a.ny impacts to tidal1narshes. 

• Matximuc usc of extended elevated bridgt;s to prot.ecl the integrity 
of thtc s(fl;;am and wetland corridors, hydro logy, w~lcr quality, and 
:tsso•:iatcd h~bitals. 

- Maximize use of wetland and waterfront buffer areas. 

- Pmvide for limited access and coordin3te with local government 
comJprehensivc planning to limit potential tor spin-off suburban 

l he discussion ofthe projc;cts cumulative e.ll'ccts is summarized in 
Sl.oction 4.3.19 of the DillS. Additionally a Cumul:Jtjve Efiects 
AnaJysis R~o:p011 has been complt:ted and is available for review. 

As a part of tho proces$ to avoid and minimize in1pacts as much as 
possible tho alignments were developed along existing roadways, 
utilized bridges anc;l culverts, and attempted to avoid wetland and 
otl1er $Cns itive lands, The discussion of th is proccS$ if provided in 
SE'<:tion 2 of the DEl S. 

'!he Cumulative Effects Analys is was completed in coordination 
with 1"11c ETAT agencies as well as ·U1c local and regional planning 
agencies. TI1is cft'01'1 should provide infonnation f01· those 
agSilcies to wmk togcthet• on strategic coMervaticm effort~ to help 
minimize spin-offsuburban sprawl and habitat ·fTagmentation. 
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USCOE 

sprav,•l and subsequent NPS poUution :md habitat fragmentation. The appropriate pcm1itting process with be followed as this 
project progresses into the Design Phase. Coordination with the 
appropriate permitting agencies has been carried out tluoughold 
the PD&E study JJfOCC"""ss""·· ·.;..· ..,....,.-,.-, 

Direct impacts would include tht: t:limination of functions :md values An illS h:1s been prepared 1or this project. A detailed discussion 
of t11,e wetlands witltin the 1'0adway footpt'int, any disturbed buffer, of wetland impacts is included in the Wetland Evaluation Report. 
and 1::reate secondary effects along lldjacettl W<tterslbuffer. Pennanetll Summary discussions of wetland impacts can be found in Se.:tions 
and tetnporary imp~cts will be generated by the construction of a 3.6.6 and 4.3.4 of the oms. 
new roadway. Due to the overall ae1·eage of wetland impact 
assoo::iatecl with this roadway and taking into l!Ccount Ute overall '!be PD&.E process as tollowed for tlw completion of an ElS 
potemlial cunlUlatiw and secondary impacts a degre~;; of effi'Ct of concurs wiU1 U1e recommendations of the USOOE. 
Subs.tantial was selected. 'l11e Corps sug£l:Sls Federal Highway 
Administration prepare an Environm~;;nt.,,l Impact Statement to fully 
evaluate effects oflhe identified llltl:lJnatives tor lht: new roadway. 

The Co~ps has determin~;;d tl1at alh::rn<ttive /{7 would cause significant 
in1pa1cts to r<:gulltted wetlands and n:uuoo tribut:Jries which could 
lc-'lld to habitat fragmeutalion ;md disruption of multiple ooosystoms. 
AIUwugh this route U; similar to U1at of alternative # 17 it increasus 
bJbiii<Jt fi·at,'llleutation and increases urbanization to tl1e west of 
Pana rna City. 

The US 1\.rm)' Corps of EngineCI'$ recomnlend$ the following: 

1. O nce a final corridor is selected a julisdietional determination for 
the entire coo·idor including tile proposed stormwatcr pond 
locations. lhis d~:tcrmination sl10uld include drawings on 8.5 by 11 
inch paper, aerials, USGS quad maps, Wlllland delineation maps 
dcpi•;;ting the wetland line prdcrably on an <tcrials, soils mapping, 
and wetlands designated by FLUCCS codes. 

2. A functional :lflalysis consistent with the pl'tlposed mitigation pl3n 
for the entire project. 
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FFWCC 

3. Pond siting analysis which should includ..: a demonstration of how 
~nvilronrn..:nlal cffocls; including wetlands, were cvalualcd in 
dett:~mining location. 

4. Analysis of wetland avoidance and minirn~1tion which sbotlld 
clearly depict all methods and measures to avaicl waters/wetlunds 
andi,Jr minimize the roaclw:~y effect upon juriscliction:~l w:~ters . 

5. A compensatory mitigation plan which fully offSets all impacts 
which are unavoidabl..: and have been minimizt:d following the 
alkmativc analysis, pond siting <malysis. analysis of w,;,1laml 
avoidance and minimization. and consistent with the functional 
analysis. The mitigation plan must also provide the appropriate 
mitigation to compensate for wetland impacts. '111is specifically 
relates to tllC potential estuarine and floodplain impacts. Federally 
appmved mitigation banks witl1in this area of Florida cun·cntly do 
not provide compensation for tidDI or estuarine impact~. 

6. As the proposecl parkway continues to move forward, tl1e Corps 
suggests a limitecVrestricted access design alternative. 
L imiting/restricting acces~ to new development~ would greatly 
redu•:e cumulative and secondary impacts related to new roadways. 

7. F•~dera l Highway Administration should work wi01 Federal and 
State resource agencies to design standard wetland crossing madway 
designs which decret•se median, side-s lope, and design speeds 
though w~tli!nd areas. 

8. T he Quality Enhanceme~1t StrMegies for Wetland Impact 
Minimi7..ation developed by Florid:~ Department of Trilll.Sl>Ottation­
Dislrict 5 should be incorporated into this t>roject. 

Wildlife and Habitat 
I We continue to recommend that 1m .Environmental [mpacl J The discussion of species impacts is included in the E.ndan.gered 
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St;llC:..mcnt (EIS) b~: accomplished for iliis project due to lht> Species Biological Assessment This discussion is summarized in 
folllowing issues: (1) the presr.mcc of significant natural resources S~tions 3.6.7 and -4.3. 14 of the DEIS. 
that would potentially be aclwrsely dH:ctt:d or alttm::d; (2) tile: 
need to ev<duate and det.t:nnine whetl1er constmction of the: road is The: l' FWOC have participated in the E LS Scopin.g Meeting ami all 
in the public interest; (3) the: controversial !1Spe;;cts of the proposed ETAT mec:lings for this proje;;ct. These meetings have been 
pmject, wl1ich will requiro the highest level of public and agency documented in Se{1 ion S.~of the DEIS. 
input, review, and Interaction; and (4) the potential fbr tho project 
to have unavoidable and irrevers ible adverse impact~ on the 
natural :md human environment. including subst:mtial dirccl 
indin:~:t. and cumulative impacts, since this project would result in 
th(~ construction of a new high-speed highway in 11 rural natural 
ama. 

We also continue to recommend the establishment of ~~~ 
interagency Envimnmcntal Advisory team comprised of both 
federa l and state agencies to discuss and clarify ovcra.ll 
environmental issues before fi.uther road planning and design 
occur_ PWC' wouJd like to partic ipate in the formal Scoping 
Pl'ooc.ess fol' the rns. Tite major issues we want the fitture study to 
address, in addition to fish and wildlife and habitat surveys and 
impact analysis, include: ( 1) the planning and design of longer 
briidges over streams and ·floodplains to protect the functionality 
and integrity of these riparian systems, including hydmlogy, 
stream habitat qua lity, and habitat connectiv ity: (2) a study to 
evaluate the need and location for wildlife unde tl)ass structure.~ on 
SR 22 and surrounding roads, where our agmcy has previous ly 
documented black bear roadkill and prin<:ipil l roadkill Meas; (3) 
th•: design and use of ro!1dside swales to treat highway runoff to 
1'educe tl1e ne~ for off.~ite Drainane Retention Areas CDRA.~) to 
consetve habitat resources; (4) funding for a population and 
m<wement survey (e.g. bear hair snare study) to estimate and 
ddine population levels within dcftned portions of tl1e;; s tudy art:a ; 
and (5) the;; establislunenl of a biologically viable mitigation area 

.lor the Panama City crayfJSh which would be .m-ott,:cted _,in:!...l.-------------------------.J 
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1--~~~~-~ES~euury~· ~--~ 
USFWS 11uis route has a high potential to impact l..'llown habitat for Coordination 'With the ETAT on the issues identified has occurred 

federally protected and other rare species. Should this route be throughout the DElS process. This coordination has been 
sellec.:te<l. extensive measures would be needed Lo avoid and summarized in SN·tinn 8.2 of the D.ElS. The development of a 
min.imize impacts to feclemlly protected and other rare species. mitigation plan to the detail described will be possible at the time 
Potential measures include: environm..:ntaUy-sensitive bridging of when a prefen'ed alternative has been identified. The 
streams and l'ipat"ian habit<~ I.; acquisition and restoration of habitat development of the mitigation plan will be completed in 
with known federally protected and t'are species occum:nc.es such c<1ordination with the .12T AT agencies and will attempt to work 
as the riparian corridors along Wetappo Cteel; r ,ittle Sandy Creek, with local govemment, planni.ng agencies, and land owner~; to 
and Sandy Creek; acquisition of other appropriate conservation provide a mitigation plan that is suitable for this project. 
lands; acquisition and restoration of habitat for the PCC: designing 
the~ Gulf Coast Parkway using the Wekiva Parkway as J model to 'I be lliscussion of species impacts and the metl10dolog.y for 
balance:: growU1, environrncmtal protection, and sustainability; cataloging and identifying aU of the species commented on by the 
limiting access points; and using regulatory measures such as a VSFWS is included in the Endangered Species Biological 
R~:gional General Peonil or Ecosystem Management Agreement to Assessment. This discussion is summm:w:d in Sections 3.6. 7 and 
manage growth into adjacent weUand habitat :1reas which support 4.3. 14 of the DElS. 
pmtected species. Commitments to address these concerns would 
be needed to reduce the degn;c of d!t:ct for !Ius altetmlive. The 
Service is available to work closoly with f'DOT and other agenci~ 
lo address U1ese concerns. Additional comments ure givt:n below. 

EcL<langered Species Act 
Thie Endangered Species Act require~ you to consider all effects 
when dctem1ining if an action funded, pcm1ittcd, or can·ied out by 
a Federal agency may affect listed species. E ffects you must 
consider include direct, (ndircct., and cumulntivc effects" Effects 
indud~o: U1osc caused by intcrrcla!t;d and interdependent actions, 
not just tllc propos~d action. Diroct effects arc those caused by the 
ac•lion and occur &l the same time and place as the action. Indirect 
etl:ects arc caused by 1he action and are later in time but are 
re:t~onably certain to occm. such as secondary growth into a 
pn~violl~ly undeveloped at•ea. lnterrelnted actions at'e part of o 
larger action and depend on U1c larger action for tl1eir justification. 
lnt:crdepcndent actions have no sirrniticant independent utility 



  E-13 

apart from lltc action undc:.T consideration. Cumulative effects are 
those effects of future Slate or private acti-vities, not involving 
Federal activitic:s, which arl: reasonably certain to occur within the: 
ac•lion area of the Ft:elc:ral action subjt:et to consultation. Second.1 ry 
and cumul:ttive dfects may extt:nd beyoml the corridor study area, 
and tht: scope of impact may vary dcp~:nding on !:Itt: r<:source bt:ing 
assessed. The following federally protected species and species of 
management concern are known to nceur proximate to your 
proposed project. In addition to known occummccs. protected 
sp•::ci(.-s may be found wherever suit;~ble babit:1t is present. 

Rc;d-cockJd~;d Woodpecker 
T11tis corridor passes within 0.27 mile of tl1c Latltrop Bayou Tract 
Tllle Wctappo Creek Conservation Area and Lathrop Bayou Tract 
am managed collectively by the SL Joe Company_ Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM). Setvicc, FWC, and Gctwcov Gmup as part 
of a l .and Stewardship Memorandum of Understanding (MotJ). 
Cut1'cnt initiatives unde~;vay include the translocation of juvenile 
RC\Vs onto tlte tract~ to erihance the popttlations, fu\ancial g.l'ants. 
and improved habitat ma.nagement Jnr overall increased 
biodiversity of native species. We have as a long-term goal to 
pn~vlde some habitat connectivity between Ute two populations to 
increase their long-term viability, although Utis task is not a 
priiority in the RCW recovery plan. Management of RCW habitat 
requires management of the utrderstor'Y primarily by presCI'ibed 
fire. The parkway could potentiaJly .impact land mbnagers efforts 
to presctibe bum due to smoke managemer1t concems, Removai of 
fil-e will be detrimental to the system as n whole. especially tor 
1·are plants and RC\\'~. 

Si111ce suitable habitat for RCW may occur along the road 
alignment. surveys should be conducted \viUrin the area to 
dt:term.int: if suitablt: nt:.sting or foraging habitat may bt: affcctetl 
Su.it.•ble ~stin_g l,!!!hitat ~ 2e:!J!led as _p.!_ne._ Eine/har~woo~ an:;;;d...._ _______________________ _, 
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hardwoo(Vpinc stands that contain pines 60 years in age or older. 
Sujlable foraging habitat is dcfmcd as a pine or pine/hardwood 
sta1nd of forest, woodkmd, or savaiUlah in which 50 percent or 
mon: of the dominant trees arc pines and the dominant pine tJ:ecs 
an: generally 30 years in age or older. II no suitable nesting or 
fot:'lging habitat is prese;;nt within lht: project impact area, further 
assessment Is unnecessary and a no effect detcnn in;~tion is 
appropriate. If no suitable nesting habit:~t is present within the 
pmjcct in1pact are:t. but suitable foraging h3bitat is present and 
wiU be imp~ctcd, pot~.:nlial uso of this lin·aging habitat by groups 
outside the proj(.,;t boundaries must be dl:ltcrminod. This is done by 
idt:nti(ying any potential nesting habitat within 0.5 mile of the 
su·itablc fot-nging hahitat that would be impacted by the project 
Any potential nesting habitat is then surveyed for cavity trees . .If 
no active dusters arc found, tl1cn a no effect detenninatio.n is 
appropriate. If one or more active clusters are fou11d. a foraging 
habitat analysis is conducted to dctcnninc whctl1cr suflicicnt 
atJ:Iounts of foraging habitat will remain for each group post· 
project. More detail on tl1e RCW .sutvey protocol is available in 
Appendix 4 of the recovery plan for U1e red-cockaded 
woodpecker. 

Fl1!twoods Salamander 
Areas witl1 a mosaic of seasonally ponded wetlands :md upland 
habitat are well-suited for the llatwood~ salamander which uses 
ponded wetlands for br~Jeding and spends the rest of its adult life 
in adj<~cent upl<tnds. The flatwoods sn)<Jrn<Uider· lives underground 
in burrows for most of the year, except during the br~ding season .. 
Therefore, tlte etiect.s- of the proposed alignment on flatwoods 
sallamaoder habitat should he a~sessed rather· tl1an effect~ on tl1e 
$allamander it.self. A II<~hitat Evaluation Model was developed by 
HDR Engine;;cring in col!iunction with UH~ FDOT District 3 and the 
Service tbr usc on transportation projects. We;; recommend using a 
ha~it.:lt evalmtlion!nodel to identify and evaluate suitable:: habt~·u~at~--------------------------.J 
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f01· the flatwoods salamandt:r. 

B<JJid E:1gle 
Tlu<::te is pol~:nti11l for bald eag]t;: m:sts to exist within 01e study 
01rt:a. 1'he Likelihood for :1 m:sl to be encounter~::d is grt:al~::r in 
proximity to water but may occur up to sev~::ra l m.ill:ls inland. 13ald 
ea1gles found in Florida belong to the Southeastem States 
Re:covery Unit. ·n,is unit, along with the other four recovery units, 
has met recovery criteria (71 FR 8238). The Service proposed 
de listing the b<tld eagle on July 6, 1999. The COJ1Un1..11t prJriod was 
rc ··opencd on February 16, 2006, and the Service is cuncntly 
consid<.lring co1runcnts rcceivctl on the proposal to delist the bald 
ea!gle (7 1 FR 82.38). No critical habitat has- been des.ignated for tl1is 
sp•ecics. The $fate of Florida cw-rently lists the bald eagle as a state 
tl1reatenccl species. 11tc bald eagle is also protected under the Raid 
and Golden Eagle Protection Act (RGEPA) and tl1c Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act (MRTA). Protection under U1ese Jaws w ill 
continue shouJd the bald eagle be removed from the list of 
t1u·eatened and endangered species. 

We recommend surveying for eagle nesb; with in ()60 feel of any 
proposed alignment Surveys should take place early in the 
planning period. 'llten, to avoid delays in project implementation, 
w1: recommend that su1veys lake place again within one year prior 
to con~tJ"uctlon activities. In order lo verify the activity of any 
nest~, we recommend that surveys take place during the bald eagle 
-nesting ~eason (October 1 M.~y 15). The Florid11 Fish and Wildlife 
C(Jns~vation Conunission (f'WC") can be cont~cted for the lates1 
known nest darn (LaKausha Simpson., Stille bald eagle database 
coordinator, 352·955-22~0). It should 1:>e detennined whether your 
prqject i~ greater than 660 teet ti-om a hald eagle nest tree. While 
pmjects gre.1!t.:r than 660 fe::et from a nt.:sl tree no long~:r need 
Service r~::vi<:w , we n:quest an opportunity to concur with your 

de~ermination. for .P!2.i~ts near~r than 660 f~ f!~W guidan~ fo::.r-L.-------------------------1 
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construction activiti\.o'i adjacent to bald eagle nests is now 
available (http://www.fws.gov/northflorida!BaldEagles/2006-
FWS-bald-eagle-clearanc..:-lt.r.hlm). Your bald eagh: surwy 
inlbrmation should be updated within one year of construction to 
rdlect current nt:s{ activity. 

Panama City Craytish 
Land management techniques necessary for tl1e PCC such as 
pmscribcd buming could be restricted as a result of th(t p:1rk."\vay 
due to smoke manag~;,nwnl concerns. This alt'-1natiw lacks the 
Tr;•m Road and CJ1erokec l-lllighls Road scgm(;,nls; thus, it is less 
likely to fra&'lllenl conscrv;~tion lands lor the PCC than allemalivcs 
with those segments. To reduce the extent of tlrreat posed by U~e 
park·way and help addres$ the coJlServation needs of the PCC'.., we 
rceommend IJ1at tl1e PDOT and Oppol1uni ty Florida coordinate 
with FWC to minimize impacts. 

Federally Protected and Otl1er Rat·c Plnnts 
We recommend tlwt any selected road de~ign avoid effects to both 
listed and rare plant species. Locating the pmposed corridor on 
lands imp01tant to impe1iled plant species such as Sandy Creek 
will be dehimental to these populations. TI1ere may he other 
lot:ally signific3nt areas for rare plants as welL Alternative 
con1dor~~ s hoQid be considet•cd if impact~ to federally pmtccted 
and other rare plants will be avoided. 

ln<~otporating measures IQ pt·otect mre platlts may preclude the 
need to list them i11 the futllre. Addressing specie$ needs before 
listing is required (with its :~~sqciated regulatOJ'Y restrictions) often 
allows greater mana,gement fle~i bility to stabilize or restore these 
~p·ecies and U1eir habitat$. Tdeally sufficient threat$ can be removed 
to eliminatt: U1e need (or listing. 

Tc~ oet~rmine effec~ on listed an~ nre J?lanls. 2 ~q!!IPrehenslv::::e...l--------------------------.J 
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flc•tal survey is nc<;;dcd within the proposed ;diguments and should 
bt: based on rt:cogniz.:d m~:thods. A gui<klinc for conducting and 
rt:porting botanical inVI:lntories for fedewlly listed plants is 
available from our office. Smveys for Harpers bt:auty must t:~kc 
place in .Nlay when the plant is in flower. 

H~1hitat Fragmentation, Habitat Corridors, and Wildlife Crossings 
Coordination should take place with the FWC regarding potential 
imp<~cts to the black bear. Incorporating multi-species wildlife 
crc>ssings into U1c corridor design would hcJp Lo m;1intaill habitat 
conn(lctivity :mel rcdu~ Ute risk of roadkill. ln 2000. a clecision­
SUjppOit model to identify and prioritize sitos for ecopassages on 
ex isting roadways wns developed for Ute FDOT. This Highway 
Hot~pots Priorities Model could be used for the proposed Gulf 
Coa.~t Parkway alignment to identify potential wildlife crossing 
lot:ations. 11tesc costs should also be incoqlorated in the feasibility 
stttdys cost-benefit analysis . 

Pr•otecting a habitat corridor between tlte Wetappo and Latlu·op 
RC W populations could provide multiple conservation benefits. 
l111e two tracts comprise some of the largest remaining stancl~ of 
natural long leaf pine in Bay and Gulf counties. The upland 
pineland habilllt as well as the larger pines found along Ute 
riparian corridor between the two populatiorts provide nn 
opportunity for RCW population expansion and eventual 
connection between the two disjunct populations. ]his corridor 
ha$ ~ high oqcul1'ettce of t'are pl~nl$ (poUin~tor species <!lld thej.r 
impottance are unknown at this ti me, but habit~t coruteet,ivity 
could play an important role for thei1· continuation), quality 
wc:tland habitat. and is a potential movement corridor for large 
mammals such as the P'lorida black bea1'. Voluntaty conservation 
m1!:asures should be incorpor:tted into tht:: proj~::ct dt::sign to 
minimize impacts along the corridor such as conservation 
C!!;~~t~nts>- u£!!ind bu[e!:& !!!ax~J!!!Ll!!J.!l:•oifum~ and l!li.n4!t.katio.:.:n;...~_ ________________________ -' 
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FDOS 

FHWA 

of wetland losses. protection of large pines. and enviromm:nlally 
scusitivc bridging. Ihis area may have high pot{.ntial as a 
miJigation site for unavoidable wetland losses. 

Migt~tory Birds 
Loss and degradation of adjacent habitat are polc::ntial t11ft.:ets of 
t11e proposed con·idor, especially for migratory birds. Many 
mi.gratory bird species prefer "deep woods" and rcc1uire land tract~ 
with low edge:area ratios. Increasing fragmentation results in 
smaller islands of habitaL favoling spocies adaptable to woodland 
odgcs. tvlitigalion costs for secondary effects in lhes~;; habitats 
sh•ould be considl.$rud. In addition, the Service is concerned that 
thc~n:l is potential for "take'' of migratory birds dw·ing constmction 
ac;tivi lics. Timing land clearing to avoid the nesting pcl'iods of 
tl1c~c specie!\ will greatly reduce t11c lilcolihood of take. 

Re~adway Lighting 
Any roadway lighting along coastal areas should meet coast.:~ I dMk 
~y lighting guidelines (sea n~rtle sl1ielded low pressure sodium) to 
reduce the risk of lighting disorientati on of nesting and hatchling 
sea turtles . 

Historic and ArchacolooicaJ Sites 
'l11tis proposed cotridor has not be<:n subjecte<l to a ~1lturill A Cultutal Resource Assessment Survey ha~ been completed for 
re~iOIU'Ce assessmertl survey bt1l one National Register li.~ted this st\1dy and is available for review. The summan <Jf the 
retiOUt'Ce is located witltin the 100 foot buffer. No otlter re~ources assessments fmdings can be found in St.'Ctions 3.J . l , 3.3.2, and 
an~ located witltin the 500 foot buffer but sever~ I archaeological 4.2. 1 of the DEIS. 
si tes are located within the om: mile bu.tfer. 
Eligibility detenninations for identified resow·ces are needed. If 
e ligible, for the NRHP, a determination of eft1:cts is needed. 
NRHP •·csourccs should be avoided in accOI'dancc with $ection 
106 and 4(f) requiremertts. 

A CRAS has been completed identi!Ying historical and 
archeological s ites in tl1e study area. The determination of effects 
h3s been submitted to the SHPO for concurrence. 1 r the SHPO 
detennines there is au atlvetse eftect l:o a signiJicaut historic 
resource. a Sect) on 4(f) determination of applicability will be 
submitted to FJTWA and a Section 4(f) evaluation will he 
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COtn)2lt:to::d, if required~ 
TVficcosukce Eftec.ts are unk-nown until a Cultural Resources Survey is done for A GRAS has been completed and is available for review. St'Ciions 

T ribe of this altemative. 3.3. 1, 3.3.2 and lt2.1 of the DEIS summarize the findings from 
ln c.l i:ms of the CRAS. 

F lorida 
Recreational Arects 

FHWA Rc:creation Ails 1-18 (Moderate) All alternatives cross the \Vbere the alternatives cross the lCWW Canoe Trail a 
lnterco:tslaJ Waterway Canoe Trail Use oftbest: are11s could result c.lett:rmination will haw to be made in coordination with FHW A 
in a Section 4(!) use, therefore possible i.mp:wts to these areas as to the e.ITect, if any. this will have on this resoun.:e. A Section 
slNJuld be cvonlinated with FHWA. 4{f) assessment will ~e coonlinate..l witJ1 FllW A .if one is needed. 

FDEP Tli~se p~ic lah<ls contain. significant natural cOJtUTlunities and Tite primmy , second<uy. and cumulative impacts of the proposed 
numerous element occ\tn·ences of listed species, as indicated by altematJves for this project Me discussed throUghout the DI31S. 
·U1o: Florida Natural Areas Inventory. The Depa1tment is interested Sl'Ction 4.3.19 of the DFJS addresses cumulative effects. 
In preserving the area's natural communities, wildlife conidor 
fumctlons. natural ·flood controL stormwater runoff f iltering 
caJpabilities, aquift:r recharge potential. cvnlr.ibutions to regional 
sp1ring complexes, and recreation:•! trail opportunit ies. 'Jberelbre, 
future environmental documentation should .include an evaluation 
of the primary. second;u:y, nncl cumul;~tiw impacts of proposed 
parkway construction on the above public lands tUid any pi'Oposed 
ac.guisition sites. 

Economic 
FHWA A(:cvrding to the ETA'!' tool, 25% of the population within 500 A Socio Ecvnumic Analysis was cvmpleted fur this project. 'Jbi~ 

feet ofth.is alternative arc those wi.th disabilities. \Vhat analysis on discussion is summarized in Sect ion 4. 1.1 . The development of 
tlli)SC impacts and possible mitigation strategies have been this roadway should mobility access to these areas as well as 
pcdotmed to address the needs of this population'? Accordingly increase the ability for emergency sc1vicc responses. 
th<~rc are 236 housing units within 500 l~ct of this alt.emativc that 
do not own vch.icl~. Has any analysis been condttcled on the 1hc Bay County '11"0 has inchtded U1c Bay Town Troll~:y 'fransi t 
e.'Cpansion oftramit s<:rviccs along this corridor for iliosc in nc~::ds'l Development Plans in the LRU'. These phms include a route to 
Pk~se considc1: these issues during PD&F. process. Mexico Beach tfom the Wal-Matt on US 98 (Tyndall Parkway) 

and a Me.,ico Beach circulation route. Another route from 
Southport to the Wal-Mart on US 98 (Tyndall Park-way) would 
connect with US 231 in the vicinitv of the Nehi intersection. 
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Laud Use 
FlfWA 

DCA 

USEPA 

Secondary and Cumulative (Substantia l) All reasonable and 
fm~eseeable secondary and cumulative impacts would need to be 
analyzed as part of an envirmunental document for all the 
altern~tivcs. '111e analysis should focn~ on the t•esourc.es U1at would 
like ly be Impacted for each of the altemativcs. Given that the 
p.riimary purpose of the project is for ceo nomic oppmtunities, the 
affects of these expanded economic$ on the resources of the area 
sh·ould be a$ses.sed in t11e PD&Il. 
ln order lo m:tint<tin compn:hensive plan consish::ncy, the roadway 
project should be included in the appropriate Tmflic Circulation 
Map, in the Capital Tmprovernenl Plan or infrastructw·e plan as 
appropriate and coordinated with the future land use plan, 
induding future service areas and coastal managen1ent plans for 
botl1 counties. 

Outsid~ of the Panaro~ City area U1crc is too liltlc population 
dens ity to support formal transit routes. Gulf County ARC and 
Tr<~nsportation does provide transport:ttion for U1c.: transportation 
disadvantaged in U1e Gulf County area. In Bay County, U1e Tri­
Cotmty Conm1unity Cotmcil provides transportation sc.:rvices to 
U1e lrllnsportalion disadvantaged. 

1l1e Cumulative Effects Analysis Report discusses in detail tl1e 
cumulative effects of the proposed action. 1l1C repmt has been 
summarized in Section 4.3.19. 

/\n economic ana lysis was completed and is included in Sl.'ctions 
3.2 and 4.1.2 ofthe DEJS. 

'!he Gulf County Comprehensive Plan supports tl1e development 
of Uw GCP in Policy 3.5. 1. It is no! shown on the Traf11c 
Circulation Map as tl1e County is waiting on the selection of :m 
alignment (personal communication with (',Qunty Planner) . 1l1e 
Ray County TPO shows the GCP in the 2030 l .RTP. The pr~ject 
is also identined in the Ray. Gulf, Holmes, and Wt~shington 
~ional Transportation Partnership planning documents. See 
Section 3.5 of the DEIS. 

Secondar y and Cum uhdi v~!_E il~::-·t.;.;:s'--,......:---=c=---:---:---:-:::------:---:--:-~---l 
\Vater quality within the project area is categorized as mostly good TI1e Cumulative Effects Ana lysis Report was developed in concert 
l,ly the Clean Water Act 305(b) State rt.1>()rting. 'l1v" long tetTil with tlw I!TAT representatives. Thi.$ report is available for 
pwtection of this quality $hould l)e one of the most importnnt review. 
considerations by p latUleJ.'S <Uld decision makers uwolved with this 
project, WitlJout adequate water quality, aquatic habitat quality A full discussion and summary of tlte cumulative impac~ of the 
ca•nnot be main !:;lined. Many surface waters witl1iu the Soutltea~t pr~ject is in Section -4.3.1 9 of the DEJS. 
have been degraded hy development or agriculhJral operations so 
it i$ patticulatly valuable for high-quality streams to be protected. Access control is- addressed in PER and Section 2.3.-t of tl1e DEJS. 

•-------'-"'&"'e:.view of the EST Y!:'antitativ~ cL1ta fo!: secon<.!!II:.Y and cumulativ..;.e_,_ ________________________ __, 



  E-21 

impacts :r<:veaJ nothing different than that provid.;d for the direct Water quality is addrcsst:d iu Sections 3.6. 1 and -U. 7. 
dfects reviews. This evaluation of secondary/cmnulative impacts, 
thc:refon:. is best profession~ I judgment. lnvasivo: species is addressed in the ESBA and in Section .J.3.2fl. 

Unfortunately, EPA could nOt fmd any land use planning data for 
dther ~unty of Ut<;; project ar<;)a. lt is tmcl<;;ar wlwlher lht..Te;; is any 
guidance for long term pl:tnning for deve lopment, conservation or 
otherwise at tlte local government level. l11ere are sever~ I State or 
Federal designated high-value habitat areas, including the BuU 
Po,inVLalhrop Bay, the Bear Creek florid:t Forover BOT which are 
relevant to this review. AddilionaUy, S<mdy Creek and Welappo 
Cro.:k arc idc.lnliiled in tho data as babit;tt tor many endang\..Ted or 
llJreatenccl aquatic and wctlru1d species. 1110 relatively contiguous 
undeveloped acreage within the Sandy Creek and Wetappo Creek 
dminage systems northward within tl1e project aJ·ea a.re 
no toworthy. 1t appears t11at aJtcmatives 7-16 and 18 would 
inll'oduce greater potentia I for development in the least developed 
portions of tl1e project area. Reduced aquatic hnbitnt quality, and 
lm;s oftell'e.~tria l habitat would be greatest with tltese alternatives. 
Perhaps the least desirable ·fi'om this perspective is Altemative 15. 
Conversely, there is no one alternative that is clearly superior 
environmentally, when all aspect~ are considered. 

One very important unknown at this point in the rc;vicw is llte 
degree of access control. This is a factot• that must be folly 
considered in the subsequent review stages of this project. The 
pmject sponsol'(s) must defirte the project bettel', and the future 
land u.~es of the p1'oject are" must also be defuted for tJte 
ep:viromnentnl document to be adequate. 

All conidor alternatives present st(lnnwater management concems 
whethtlr tho: receiving waters are fresh or estuarine. The 
environmental document shou.ld evaluate the sp<;;cific tedmiqu~:S 
!!!!.~ innoV!!_tiv~racti~ tha~ couldlwould be C!!IPIO t:d ..:ii:..' ..:lh::.e::._,_ ________________________ _, 
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pmject proceeds. Both construction and long t~:.nn operation 
sh•ould be ad<lressed for stormwatcr mmagement. 

EPA also wishes to add that U1ere is ru1 increasing issue within the 
So·utheast U1at rapid development and ussociated road building are 
f.11~ilitating the introduction and spread of e;:xotic invasive plants. 
This is a concern is relevant to both water quality and habitat 
quality. and should be fully addressed in the future environmental 
document. 

-~F=D:-:EP=---I·-::l;:;'li;e parkway's potential to facilitate dwt:lopment in rural art:as, 
fw:tht:r ~::<act:rbating non-point source stormwater runofl: is of 
particular coJJcern to the Department and other state resource 
agencies. '!he proposed project should be designed md 
constnJcted to avoid adverst: impacts to the quantity, quallty, mel 
flc•w of groundwater and sur£1ce waters in tl1e St. Anclrt:ws 13ay 
watershed. Stormwater treatment should be designed to maintain 
thu natural pre-dwelopment hydroperiod md wat~.:I lluality, as 
wl:ll as to protect the natural functions of ilie adjacent wcll:mds, 
11coodplains. and watcrbodies. 

-N=Ml=<s:::---I-':C~c,nst:ructio~ the road may expedite residential and commercial 
development in the region by proVilling easier access to areas iliat 
prc~sently have limit~;;d or no access. Land use changes from 
irt<:reased development would mean an increase in impervious 
SUIIface area ilnd Ulcreased pollutant loads from SlOrmwater 11100ff 
which would have negative conseqQertces for East Day and its 
asJ!ociated estuarine habitats. Incr'eased development facilit.1ted by 
thcl road lllll)' also have adverse impacts on the areas groundwater 
with c/lscading effects to stn:ams, cret:~, swamps, bayous, and ilie 
estu.1ry. A comprehensive study of tl1e ro:tds construction :md 
interrelated consel[Uences should be conducted (i.e. an ElS). 
Al:cess off the highway should be limitt:d to help control 
urban/suburban spr:nvl and close coordination with the Northwest 

lhe Cumtrlative E!Tects Analysis Report was developoo fn conct:rt 
with the ETAT representatives. This report is available !'or 
review. 

A full d.iscussion and summary of the cumuJalive impacts oftl1e 
project can be found in Section 4.3.19 oft he DDIS. 

Water quality is discussed in St'l.·tions 3.6.1 and 4.3. 7 of the DEIS. 

'111c Cwnulative Effects A11alysis Report was developed in concert 
with the ETAT representatives. 'Ibis report is avai l<tblt: for 
review. 

A full discussion and sunurt~ry of the c\lrtllllative i.mp~cts of the 
project can be found at the end of St>.clion 4.3. l9 ofthe-DEIS. 
including the detetminatiot\ of !,'I'OWth are>ls for each alternative. 

·--------'-'-F;:...J;J'-n..;.'d'-:_r _\_V.:..-att:r l'vlanagement District and oilier resource "'"a~gcen-'c'-·i..;.e_s -'--------------------------' 
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USF'rVS 

sl1•ould lx; utilized to minimize and rnitigat.e advers~;; impacts to the 
watershed and the ecosystem from the project should it procc~:d. 
Due to the rapid coastal development underway in Florida and The Cumulative FJfec!s Analysis Report was developed in concert 
Uu:oughout thlj LT.S., the secondary and cumulative effects of new with thlj ETAT representat1ves. This rjjport is available for 
growth <•ssocial.ed with the corridor should be evaluated. review. 

Title followir1g mea~u.res are recommended to ~void <Uld minimize 
s~~ondaty and cumulative impacts to wildlife and habitat: 

"' Corridor access should be limited and growth managed by a 
reglll:1tory mechanism as discussed above. 

*'lbe Wekiva Parkway could be used as a d~;;sign mod~:~!. 

>~<Appropri<~temitigation areas should be identified. 

* Wildlife crossings should be incorporated into th~;; projClct 
des ign. 

·• Envirorunentally sensitive bridge construction should be used. 

" Post-project monitoring should occur regularly to identify and 
control invasive., non-native ~pecics , 

* Jn areas with protected and rnrc plant~ , ri.ght-ot~way 
m i1i~1tenancc activities should be t·cviowcd and protection 
1111~asures incotporat~d as m:cdccl. 

* Water quality protection measures to Environmental Resource 
Pem1i1iing (ERP) standards or better should be in place within 
thr~;c high quality umkveloped watersheds. 

We recommend limiting con·idor access as one means to manage 
gmwth. /\s part of lhc commitments for tl1e US 98 realignment at 

A full discussion and summary of the cumulative imi><tct~ of the 
project can be found at the end of Sectio11 4.3 .19 of the DEIS, 
including the dete1mination of growtl1 areas for each altemative. 
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NWFWMD 

W indMark B~:ach ( Coips Penni! # SAl-2002-60 11 ), the Sl. Joe 
Company has made a commitment to seck, with State andF~;;deral 
agency participation:, a regulatory mechanism in the vicinity of the 
future Gulf-to-Bay Highway and Gulf Cons! Parkway in order to 
m••nag<;: growth, minimize impacts to high quality wetlands and 
other unique habitat, and identify appropriate mitigation areas. We 
rec:ommend participation of the FOOT and Oppmtunity Florida in 
this ecosystem planning eilc111. 

Other rueJ1surcs to ~void tmd rrurunuz.c impac,ts lo wetlands 
indudc: use of the Wekiva Parkw<~y :~s a model tu reduce 
cnvimnmcntal impac!Jr. post-project monitoring to identify and 
control invasive, non-native species; additional culverts to 
maintain hydrologic connections between wetbnds; 
envil'onmentally-sensitivc bridge construction; and water· quality 
pmtection measures. Mitigation should be located pro.ximatc to 
WElt land losses to reta.in important functions within the watershed. 
A.r1 environmcmtal review should be dewlopcd to include an 
analysis of indir.:ct and cumulative impacts. 'Ibis should identify 
planned or potential changes to land use within the atfected 
Wlllersheds. To 1:1cilit<Jte this, it would also be helpful to see plans 
for any local government compt·ehensive plan future land use map 
changes tJ1nt may be under considerntion. 

These apply to all nltemativcs under consideration and remain 
unchanged from thos~.: indical<:;u in the initial Gulf Coast P:u·k\l'ay 
rwi~;;\\. Commitments on the part of the appropriate public ~:ntity 
or cntiti~.:S cxercising planning. implementation, ~nd long·lr;.Trrl 
ownership and maintenance authority to implement dedicated 
measures ·for water resource protccl'ion, including: 

- Stormwater planning and treatment encompassing hoth madway 
construction and associated watershed areas potentiallv affected 

'Ihe Cumulative EIJects Analysis Rcport was developed in conr;;.erl 
with lb.: ETAT represenlatiws. This r~port is available for 
review. 

/\full discussion and summary of the cumulative impacts of the 
project can be found at the end of S!'Ciion -'.3.19 of the DEIS, 
including the dete11nination of growth areas for each altemative. 
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by land usc changc. Tlll.s should provide for protection of both 
flows and \Vater quality and, g~..n~.;rally, ~o;nsurc treatment of at least 
the: firSt one-inch of runoff. 

- J>rowction of substantial waterfront bufl't:r zones along m1tur~l 
waterbodies, particltlarly induding nearby estua.rine walt.Ts and 
lid.a I wetlands. 

- Piotcction of wetland systems and ftanctious. to include isol3ted 
Wl:lhmcls. 

- Coordination with Uw Northwe!lt Florida Water l'vlimagomcnl 
Disll'ict in the wetland mitigation planning in accordance wilh 
Section 373.4137, F.S. 

• Development of a detailed plan of best management practices 
encompassing both cotL~ttuction and f11cility design. These should 
be designed to pi'Otcct against nonpoint source pollution (both 
long-tem1 and during construction), ofts ite wetland and water 
quality impacts, and maintain hydrologic connectivity, and 
minimize habitat lbgmentation. 

• Provide for limited access provisions to mmnn1zc future 
se•::ondary impac.ts and to maintain integrity of any hurricane 
evacuation function envisioned forthe roadway. 

This project was pre~;ented a~ a Prognmunirtg Screen illla lysi~ , It is 
no1mally expected that at this level of review. potential wetla11d 
mitigation actions should be presented for consideration. 
Fu.cthemwre, early interagency planning and coordinat1on of 
w!:tland mitigatio.n alternatives are required in accordance with 
Section 373.4137, florid:! Statutes. 

•-------1.--..::~~!Ermwatt:r plannmg !!!Jd tn::a!!P~l t:ncompassin& both roadwa .. v_._ ________________________ _, 
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constnJction and associated watershed areas pot<-ntially a1I<;ek:d 
by land us~;: change. This should provide for protection of both 
flows and water quality and, g~::nerally, ensun: treatme;;nt of at le:1st 
the~ fust one-inch of runoff. 

- Protection {)f substantial waterfront buffer zon~ along natural 
wMcrbodie~. particularly including nearby estuarine waters and 
tid.al wetlands. 

- Protection of well and systems <~nd timet ions. to include isoh1tc::d 
w(;Uands. 

- lf a decision is mnde to proceed witl1 tho project, coordination 
witl1 tl1e Northwest Florida \Vater Management Oistricl is required 
plan and develop an approach to wetland mitigation. 

- Develop a detailed plan of best management practices 
encompassing both construction and facility desi.gn. TI1osc should 
be designed to protect against nonpoint source pollution (both 
long-tem1 and during construction), ofrs ite wet-land and water 
quality impacts, and maintain hydrologic connectivity, and 
mi.nimize hahitat fragmentation. 

- Pmvide for limited access pmvisions to mmnmzc luture 
~eeondary impacts and to maintain integrity of any hun·ic.ane 
evacuation function envisioned for the roadway. 
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PROJECT IDENTIFICATION 

FINANCIAl PROJFCT m _1t.::.09:..:8c..l_l--'-22=':.._:0_1 _____ _ t ff)FRAl lilfJ J>fiOJf:::T NO. N/A 

r;l)liN Y N/1/.IF 1'111/.F- 8· 'lAY AOAIJ DFSIGNATION N/A liM II YII/1.£POS1 

PROJtf'l DESCRIPTION GUlF COAST PARKWAY, F/10/rl US 911, IN GtJtr COUNIY, 10 US 2.311 IN BAY CO/INTY 

NMVPAL 

G/IOIJN(I \ 

-"'~ 

'StOPt VAAI/.5: 
NQT Sr(E'PfR THAI'( tf2 

PROPOSED ROADWAY TYPICAL SECTION 

~IIIW L/WI. 
~ fXJNITRIJCT 1()1/ 

11/N JM/~ IIJO 1/INJ 1/lw VN 1£5 112!1' MIN,/ 

I 

~--~~~·---~~~~·-r---'M~·--r--~----J----~~~·---

_DI.PTif NIO WI/Jfll VNfY 
5~£ CROSS Stt' t KJNS 

Trl'£ B S r MltiU liON 
U:R AQ 

TYPICAL SECTION 

INTERIM RURAL ROADHAY AT CR 386 

DESIGN SPEED: 65 MPH 

APPROVED E!f FOOT CONCURRENCE 

Li.f?Ot /1. ST/1/CKIAIID, P.£ . 
F.£. NO.: m'll 
EIIGINEER OF RECORD 

DATE DATE 
rOOT DISTRICT DE.S/G/1 LNCitll£f.R 

VEI*Ih All() WIU1H V~flt 
cr1 CAlSS- Sff'l fONS 

FHWA CONCURRENCE 

FII·VA DISTRICT DESIGN f.IIGIIIEER 
0/oT£: 
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PROJECT IDENTIFICATION 

F 11/A/ICMI ''RO.iE r //} 410881· ; 22 .. 0.' rEJJERfo,L MD PROJIT.T NQ. N/A 

' (]IJ//TI liMit GULf ;, BAr iYQAIJ DESIGN AT/ON II/ A Ulti/TS/UII£i"'OST II/A 

PHOJtcr IJI:SCRJ/'1101/ GIJLF COAST PNI.IIWAY, Ft?Oitl US 98, II/ CUiF CO/JNn', ro us 2311 lA BAY CO/JNIY 

PROPOSED ROADWAY TYPICAL SECTION 

-~i'rNiiNI !r 
-. t::tWi>fiJCIIfJJI 

n~VtltHf~ - P/~t V4RICS lfJO iiiN.J flhl "''"s ti>'!J ~, .• ,; 

S£..,.1) A/IJ(J lllJIDt I : 
I I I 

I;· .JI 12 ., Jl !! l• <? I 
f~ ~=t i 11 

.. 1 :i SIK'Jllt.Cf:N 
;; "AVElltNr-

I' 4' soo I -~ . 
I ~r,~ 

I 

SEro~ PAn; 

PilOT/I.E I NIOf/U C•Aill 

I 
S' JO ..: SIOf'l VMltS: 

IJRNIC "GIN• \ , .. ,p· / FeiN/ I , n - jr-1/()r 5rt/:J'LR r!IN(I~ 
I O.IJZ .J:.C'.~ I I, I 

NMUIW 0.(1? o.o> ' 
I o.o5 -oJJt oa DJ:16 h~<nJRAf 

GHWNO \ ~ ~ - ,,JQ L"IIQJMU <,. ... 1:50 '"" '·lf~~~l ~ ll' l l' 7 /2'..J 
._I •••· -rrf>C_ !' ~TA/.JUJZATI().V UJ(I «') 

} -- ~~·· ..c._ 

'SLt!JPE 'IARJf.S: I _(JE.PfH ANIJ '1/1011' VII/?" 
TYPICAL SECTION -~~r~: :fl~%/s~ ~OT Slffif>ER '11/J/ ':! 

I SF.l Cfl05.S St'CTICJ,'ri~ 
: nPr fJ ~1A81UU1~ 

..£P C1 INTERIM RURAL ROADNAY 

fAT ST JOE PROPERTY) 

DESIGN SPEED: 65 MPH 

APPROVED BY FOOT CONCURRENCE FHWA CONCURRENCE 

-/.£/10'( lt. STtl!CKU.NG, P.F:. ·~· C v•r tiA!I 
P.£. NO.: -rl7<1 rmr flt~/7!1C:r DESIGN UI<•/Nillt ~M¥~ /1/ 'j iFII:T l< <~lf•N l/11•/NU/1 
f:NGINE.Cfl Of R£CORD 

" 
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PROJECT IDENTIFICATION 

F 11/A/ICMI ''RO.iE r //} .::~1"'0!::.:•8::..1·-'1--'?.-=:;::..·•.::0>_' ------ r EJJERfo,L MD PROJIT.T NQ. N/A 

GULf ;, BAr iYQAIJ DESIGN AT/ON Ulti/TS/UII£f'OST II/A 

PHOJtCT IJI:SCRJ/'1101/ GIJLF COAST PNI.IIWAY, Ft?OJJ US 98, II/ CUiF CO/JNn', rO 1.15 231, lA BAY CO/JNIY 

PROPOSED ROADWAY TYPICAL SECTION 

R£1](/fRED 
_.---FIN fiN£ 

F--o-,;-,-~------~R~MLQM~~~~tiL$#~~-~~~.·~------~~------~~~~~~~-------~ 

'SLt!JPE 'IARJf.S: 
~OT Slffif>ER '11/J/ ':! 

VW UN£--......._~ 

IJ'Pf'{JX, Jli l 
Jlf 

~ Sf'KJUU¥11_ 
tAVtJi tNI 

I ' <tr SXJ 

-~r'U~ #t~~'!n:sA!t 
lfPf 8 STNl!IIIAfKm 
II/I""'> 

APPROVED BY 

/.£/10'( lt. STtliCKU.NG, P.F:. 
P.£. NO.: -rl7<1 
f:NG/NE.Cfl Of R£CORD 

TYPICAL SECTION 

INTERIM RURAL ROAlJNAY AT SR 22 

DESIGN SPEED: 65 MPH 

FOOT CONCURRENCE 

rmr fii~/7!1C:r DESIGN UI<•/Nil/1 

FHVIA CONCURRENCE 

tiA!I 
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PROJECT IDENTIFICATION 

F 11/ANCIAI i'ROJl r 1/} .::41"'0!:::•8::..1...:.1_;11....:'2:.....::· 10'--1 ------ r EJJERfo,L MD PROJIT.T NQ. N/A 

t:O/JIIT> liMit f;UIF ;, BAY F<QAIJ DESIGN A T/011 Ulti/T'SI!.UI£P05T II/A 

Pf!()JtCT QESCRIPTION GIJLF COAST P/ollKWAY, FROM US 98, IN GULF CDUNTY, 10 US 231, lA BAY CfJUNIY 

APPROVED Bf 

/.£/10'( lt. STtliCKU.NG, P.F:. 
P.£. NO.: -rl7<1 
f:NG/NE.Cfl Of R£CORD 

P/i VMIES fl!!O ' 11/'I.J 

Ml 

PROPOSED ROADWAY TYPICAL SECTION 

I 

I 1'1' 

TYPICAL SECTION 

INTERIM URBAN ROADNAY 

DESIGN SPEED: 50 MPH 

FIXJT CONCURRENCE 

ff)Ol /1/SIT!/Cf CIE.SIGN FN<•/Nillt 

R/lt VJJ!I£:5 180' 11/N./ 

FHVIA CONCURRENCE 

h,J 

l L~ 

oAr£ 



  F-5 

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION 

F 11/A/ICMI i'ROJl r 1/} .:;41.::.0::;!18::.1...:· 1_..:.;?2:::o•_;IO::.I ______ _ r EJJERfo,L MD PROJIT.T NQ. 

c;utF ;, BAr F<QAIJ DESIGN A T/011 Ulti/TS/UII£i"'OST 

PHOJtCT QESCRIPTION GIJLF COAST P/ollKWAY, FROM US 98, IN GULF catJNn', 10 1.15 231, lA BAY CDUNIY 

'SLt!JPE 'IARJE.S: 
~OT SlffiPER '11/J/ ':! 

APPROVED BY 

/.£/10'( lt. STtliCKU.NG, P.F:. 
P.£. NO.: -rl7<1 
f:NG/NE.Cfl Of R£CORD 

PROPOSED ROADWAY TYPICAL SECTION 

DESIGN SPEED: 65 MPH 

FOOT CONCURRENCE 

f!XJT (JIST/!IC:r DESIGN UI<•/NI lit 

N/A 

II/A 

FHWA CONCURRENCE 

oAr£ 



 
 

F
-6 

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION 

FINANCIAL PROJECT /0 _...,.4109=81...:.·1·-=22=-=·a:....'------ COUNTY B~Y r, GUI.F 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION GIJI.F COitST PAflKWAY, FROM us 98, IN GUI.F COUNTY, TO us 2JI, IN BAY COUifTY 

PROJECT CONTROLS 

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION 
!XI AURAL 

I uRBAN 
I I FRffWAr IFXPYI'I. I I MAJOR COli .• 

lXI PfUNf:II'AL ART. I I MINOR COLL. 

I I MINOR />RT. I I LOCAl 

ACCESS CLASSIFICATION 

(I I f/l[EYIM 

I 1 2 - RFSTRICTIV£ wiSorvlce Roods 

1~1 J - RfSTRic:TIV[ w/ti5ii i1. Connoo11ng S{XICing 

I I 4 - NON-RE:STRICTIVE wl2540 rt. Sl9nol Spacing 

I I 5 - RESTRICTNE w/140 fl . Connection Spc;clng 

I I 6 NON fiESrtliCTIV£ "1132'J If. Sfgnql Spacing 

( I 7 IJOTH 1./f.DIAI{ TYPES 

CRITERIA 

/Xi 1/EJN CONSTRUCTION I RECONSTRUCTION 

I , RRR INTERSTATE I FREEWAY 

I I RRR NON-!N'TE.RSTATE I FREEWAY 

I I IDLC I NEW CONSTRUCIION / RECONSTRUCTI()N 

I I TDlC I RRR 

I I MANUAL OF tiN/FORM Ml/1/1,1(11/ STAI/0/>R{)S 

((LORIDA GREE/180010 10/"F ·STATE 11/G/fNA'I ONLY/ 

Yes 
r I 
(Xi 

fXi 

I I 

HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
No 

()() NATIONAl HIGHNA'r srSTF.!.t 

I I FLORIDA INTRASTATE rl/GHWA'r SYSlflol 

I I STAIT. 11/GHNAY SYSTEM 

lXI OFF StATf lfiGHNAY SYSTF/1 

TRAFFIC 

Y[IIR AA/JT 

C/JRR£NT 2005 IU3W 

OPE NINO _ggg_ rnvo 

DESIGN 2032 26300 

DISTRIBUTION 

0£S1GN SP!OED 6~H 
POSTED SPEED 60 MPH 

K 1/X 

/, 587. 

Tz• 6.717. 

LIST ANY POTENTIAL EXCEPTIONS AND VARIATIONS RELATED 
TO TYPICAL SECTION ELEMENTS; 
/II A 

liST !.IAJOR S'm/JCT/JRE.S lfJCAriONifJE.SCFi/PTION - REOU/RI/1(} INIXPO/Df/IT StRUCTURE DE.SIG/1: 

/Nifli\COASTAL CROSSING WITH 6!> VLRTtr:AL CLE.ARANC[ 

LON-LEVEL WATEIMAY CROSSING 

L!Sr MAJOR UrtLfTIES W/T/111/ PROJeCT CORRIIXIR: 

ftORIOA GAS I{INSJ,I!$51011-CARYVILLF, GULF COASI ELECTR/Cf. CO-OP /Nc, Clr'f OF Mf.XICO BFACH, UfDIA COM, 
PROGRESS ENEFIGY, GT COM INC, ST. JOe NAtURAL GAS CO!./PAIIY INC 

LIST OTHER II/FORMAI JON I'ERTINEIIT 10 DESIGN Of PROJl:CT: 

SfiARFD USE PATH 15 ADDED 

~"' 



  F-7 

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION 

F 11/A/ICMI i'ROJl 1 1/} .::41"'0!:::•8::..1...:.1_;?..;::'2::...::•10'--1 ------ r EJJERfo,L MD PROJIT.T NQ. N/A 

'(]IJ//T> 1/{11,/t c;utF ;, BAr F<QAIJ DESIGN A T/011 Ulti/TS/UII£i"'OST II/A 

PHOJtCT QESCRIPTION GIJLF COAST P/ollKWAY, FROM US 98, IN GULF catJNn', 10 1.15 231, lA BAY CDUNIY 

PROPOSED ROADWAY TYPICAL SECTION 

'"~'~ u•e ---......___ 
-~ 

R/N V)JII£5 180' 11 /N.I 

1'9' MRDER WIDTH 

l 
I $' I > I 

500 

;__I~ OH T[t SlJH FIJOWffl.,. 'MNEF-, 
- NCIJ ft.A11£JI IHAii 1:!5 

APPROVED BY 

/.£/10'( lt. STtliCKU.NG, P.F:. 
P.£. NO.: -rl7<1 
f:NG/NE.Cfl Of R£CORD 

12.J 

Ml 

TYPICAL SECTION 

NEW FOUR-LANE HIGH-SPEED URBAN ROADNAY 

DESIGN SPEED: 50 MPH 

FIXJT CONCURRENCE 

ff)Ol /1/SIT!/Cf OE.SIGN FN<•/Nillt 

~---~~~·-~~~R~•~m~r~•--~ 

t • CUM ?0/t'f. 

FHWA CONCURRENCE 

oAr£ 



 
 

F
-8 

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION 

FINANCIAL PROJECT /0 _...,.4109=81...:.·1·-=22=-=·a:....'------ COUNTY B~Y r, GUI.F 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION GIJI.F COitST PAflKWAY, FROM us 98, IN GUI.F COUNTY, TO us 231, IN BAY COUifTY 

PROJECT CONTROLS 

FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION 
I 1 AURAL 

W URBAN 

I I FRUWAriFXPWY. I I MA.IO~ COli .• 

lXI PfUNf:II'AL ART. I ) MINOR COLL. 

I I MINOR />RT. I I LOCAl 

ACCESS CLASSIFICATION 

(I I f/l[EYIM 

I 1 2 - RFSTRICTIV£ wl5orvlce Roods 

1~1 J - RfSTRic:T1v[ w/ti5ii ir. C:onnoounq S/X)CI(I(} 

I I 4 - NON-RE:STRICTIVE wl2640 fl . Signal Spaclnq 

I I 5 - RESTRICTNE w/140 fl . Connscrlon S/X)Cing 

I J 6 NON fiESrtliCTIV£ "/132'J If. Sfgnql Spaclnq 

( I 7 IJOTH 1./f.DIAI{ TYPES 

CRITERIA 

/XI !lEW CONSTRUCTION I RECON51RUCriON 

I • RRR INTERSTATE I FREEWAY 

I I RRR NON-IN'TE.RSTATE / FREEWAY 

I I IDLC I NEW CONSTRUC110N / RECONSTRUCTI()N 

I I TDlC I RRR 

I I MANUAL OF UNIFORM MINM/11 STAI/0/>RDS 

((LORIDA GREENEJOOIO !Off ·STATE 11/G/fN/li/ ONLY/ 

Yes 
r 1 
(Xi 

fXi 

I I 

HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
No 

lXI NATIONAl HIGHNA'r srSTF.!.t 

I I FLORIDA INTRASTATE rl/GHWA'r 5YSlflol 

I I STAIT. 11/GHNAY SYSTEM 

lXI OFF StATf 11/GHNAY SYSTFW 

TRAFFIC 

YEAR ANJT 

CURRIO:NT 2005 (j(j(j 

OPE NINO _@/£_ 8800 

DES roN 2032 13000 

DISTRIBUTION 

OES1GN SPtED 50 MPH 

POSTED SPEED 45 MPH 
K 'IX 

II 587. 

Tz1 6 .7/X 

LIST ANY POTENTIAL EXCEPTIONS AND VARIATIONS RELATED 
TO TYPICAL SECTION ELEMENTS; 
1/1/1 

liST MAJOR .S'miJCTU/?ES LfJCAriONIOESCFIIPT/011 - REQ/J/RI/10 INOEPOIDCI/T STRUCTURE OESIC/1: 
U5981fRAIJ ROAD INfERCHANGE 

GULF COAST Pllfi!WA'fiUS 2JI 11/TERC/II>NOC 

LIS! MIIJOR Uf/LifiES WIT/liN PROJECT CORRIDOR: 
BAY COtJ/fiY UTILITY SERVICES WATER & WASTE WATER, FLOP/Oil G.AS rR.ANSMISSIIJII, GUI.F PONER ENGINEERING, 
BELLSOU1H TE/.£COMMUNICA71DNS, CITY OF CALLAWAY, COMCAST CAE/.£VISIOII OF PAIIIWA CITY, CITY Or fWI!oMA 
CITY, CITY OF SPRINGFIF-10, 1/GNTWAVE U.C. MEDII, COM, TFCO PEOP/.£S GAS 

LIST OTHER INFORMAl ION PERT/NEIIT ro {J[SIGII Of PROJl:CT: 

fiA!tflOAD CROSSING IN BAY COUNTY 

~"'· 



 

Appendix G 
Segment Pairs Analysis Documentation



  G-1 

Total Acres 
Tota1Len h 

Fire Station Locations(250' Se rnent Buffer 
Archeotl l:al Site 
Hstoricai Siruttll'e Locr«ions 
Storage Tanks (250' Segment Buffer) 
BlackBearKil s 

FNAI A 
FNAI B 
F~I C 

FNAI FLEO 250' Se men! Slifer) 
Tc(aiAcres 

FNAI Rare S cies H:.:lbl al: Conser~~atioo Prtorb ls 

Clip PriorityQI.cres) 

Hot ot 
3--4 Faa/ Species 
~6Fcca/S ies 
7+ Foca/S ies 

Species Occurrence 

TNC Ecl1ogical Areas(A._cres 
Priorky 

Tc(ai Acres 

TCCai Acres 

TCCai Acres 

lnter£Jated Wilelife Habitat Ranking System 
1 em cJ s 1af Cone em 

2-3 f3-P<3Cies Of Special Concern 
4-5spec18s ofS iafConcem 
6-7 ies ofS afConcem 
8-9spec~es ofSpecafC-cncem 

1 Thre&ened S{J!Xies 
2---3 Ttl'e-alened Species 
<to-:5 rnre-aterw Spe<:ies 
6-7 Thre-atened SfJf!CieS 

TctaiAcres 
POOrity Wellands 

1-3 Focal SpecJ&S Jfl upf¥1ds 
4-6 Focal S{J!Xie6 il u iands 
1-3 Fecal Species in w-et~..-..d:> 

4--6 Focal s oc~es m wet~nds 

Mt" atioo BankS(250' segnmt Btlfer 
Wetland Miti ation Sl e Acres 
1\1--lD Waterbodies Acres 
f\1-iOAre cres 
Sll'face W<t8fctassBot.rldar1esAcres 
Flood ails FEMA & OFIRflt 
100- earFioodplainQI.cres 
500- earFioo lain Acre 

Total Acres 
Total Parcels 

Resk::lertiai Relocalions 
Business Relocations 

Total Rl.f/VCosts 

TCCaiAcres 

FLUCFCS Wetlands Ql.cres) 
Pan;il'Tla Ci'ly CrayfiSh (Range) 

Panama City Crayfish Occurreoces) 
2-lane Roadw Cost Estimate 

TCCal Cost$ mil 
4-looe Roadw Cost Estimate 

Tctal Cost $ mil 
Wetlarx!Miti o:« l:ln Costs 

Elemental Ocrnrrence Data (F ield) 
Totai (EO) 

""""' se rnent 3 
161.23 

1227 

1227 

Crossi 
Se nt4 

172.26 

7.19 

7.19 

139.08 14379 

139.08 

74.08 
70.5 7 
1658 
161 23 

16.06 
35 .4 

29.59 

01.05 

19.16 
29.55 
40.98 
71.54 

161.23 

19.86 

12.71 
795 

40.52 

4 .37 
3 .16 

161.23 

161.23 
19 
0 
0 

$7 219 500.00 
78.25 

66.18 

100 
7825,000 

Total 
15,046,824 

143.79 

0. 19 
63 .45 
84 .94 
6.47 

155.05 

7.5 
2.37 

13.92 
23.79 

58.1 
53.78 
39.16 
21 22 

171.26 

2.59 

4.96 
7.55 

1.47 

1 72.26 

172.26 
31 
0 
0 

$15 802 200.00 
100.42 

61 .96 

131 .73 
10,042,000 

Total 
25,846,622 
Eliminated 

Se 6+9 
178.9 

5 .9 

14.5 
4.6 
01.2 

104. 5 

104. 5 

41 
174. 9 
178.9 

2.7 
15.1 

17.7 

41.0 
75.3 
54.5 
24 

178.9 

98.4 

11.3 

109.7 

62.9 

62.9 
9 0 

$523,000.00 
94.15 

34.0 

52.8 
9,460 000 

Total 
9,985,956 

SR22Tie-ln 
se 8+10 

21)94 

6.9 

00 
4.7 

187.6 

187.6 

5.2 
204.2 
209-4 

25.9 
38 
2l3 

·~· 

4>9 
12.5 
97, 2 
4a7 
51 

21)9 4 

45.2 

46.2 

1 48 

59.5 

17.0 

$1402000.00 
59.8 

49.3 

77.6 
5,975000 

T'""' 
7, 379,202 

Elimimted 

Att.19NearM;?tltteTOWB"Rd 
S me!ll 35 Se ment 36 

8616 82 .12 

56.69 
29.47 

86.16 

55.08 
110 
0.72 

56.00 

32.27 
26.72 
24.91 

86. 16 

77.41 

4.51 

81.92 

20.31 

20.31 
9 
0 
0 

$6186 000.00 
20.19 

13.6 

20. 59 
2,019000 

T,.al 
8,200,694 

48 .25 
33.86 

82.11 

48.03 
4.48 
9.12 

61.63 

1.65 
:C.76 
41 .03 
8.68 

82.12 

60 .13 

17.77 

77.9 

13.57 

38.54 

38 .54 
5 
0 
0 

$6 191 600.00 
41.75 
41.91 

12. 3 

18 .45 
4,175,000 

Total 
10,367,473 
Eliminated 

Alt.19 Northem Terminus 
se ment 38 

61 . 41 

15.68 
2071 
25.02 

61.41 

37.52 
1244 

49.96 

1.61 
31.63 
28. 17 

61.41 

10.67 

50. 74 

61.41 

27.06 

27!15 
8 
0 
0 

$8870 900.00 
29.55 
40.44 

11.25 

17.01 
2 955,000 

Total 
11,826,569 
Elini nated 

8 mert 39 
66..17 

"25.17 

6& 18 

45.16 

""' 
; - 1 

1.19 
26.87 
38.11 

65.48 

0.69 

17. 21 

1721 
5 
0 
0 

$5026 000.00 
35_97 
41.$ 

11.69 

17.62 
3,597,000 

T .. al 
8,624,298 

Se rnent 23 (Ne 
132.43 

69.71 

69.71 

O.o2 
25.21 
37.44 
69.76 
132.43 

95.15 
21.47 

116.62 

7.85 
53.38 
71.2 

132.4] 

103.02 

1.6 
7.09 

111.71 

8.85 

40.57 

<n57 
9 
0 
0 

$1. 93 
63.84 
40.44 

1 

$23.64 

35.58 
6,384,000 

Total 2-lane Cost 
$26 

Eliminated 

Star Ave 
se . 26&27 star to Nehl 

82.4 

4 
0 

6728 
0 

0 
67.28 

0 
0 

0.02 
14.27 
0 .64 
6717 
82.1 

0 
38.7 
8.78 

0 
5.83 
53.31 

2 
62.24 
1816 

0 
0 

8 2.4 
0 

50.09 
0 

16 
0 

51.69 

0 
8.19 

0 
8 .1 9 
11 
0 
0 

$176 
16.42 

0 
0 
0 

$18.13 

$30.73 
1.642,000 

0 

r .... 
120 

se .26&28 Star) 
94.03 

0 

0 
1 

0 
67.97 

0 

0 
67.97 

0 
0 
0 

13.65 
0.71 
66.85 
81.21 

0 
49.85 
1.27 

0 
5.83 
56.95 

31 .92 
44.18 
17.93 

0 
0 

0 
94.03 

0 
86.52 

0 
0 

5.49 
92.01 

0 
0 

9.8 
0 

0 
14.59 

0 
14.59 

24 
0 
1 

$24.4!1 
10.8 

0 
0 
0 

$19.94 

33.52 
1 080,000 

0 

Total 
$24,454,935 
E!imin«<ed 

An. 15 NOf1hern Ta mklus 
Se nt41 s mert42 

130.5 129.0 

14.8 
14.8 

5 .3 

5 .3 

7 .6 
115.3 

2.1 
53 

130.3 

27.5 
60.9 

0 .2 
086 

11.7 
6 4.9 
5 4.0 

130.5 

123.5 

2.1 

125 6 

18.5 

18.5 
10.0 
1 .0 
0 .0 

$1 2 855 900.00 
71.6 

22.0 

33.4 
7,161,000 

T11t1ll 
20,018,167 
ElirrW"Iated 

10.4 
10.4 

14.9 

U .9 

111 
101 .0 

0.9 
15.9 
128.8 

33.0 
36.9 

0.2 
70 1 

9.5 
58.3 
33.9 
27.3 

1290 

119.6 

2.7 

122.2 

267 

267 
120 
2.0 
00 

s 12 844 aoo.oo 
54.4 

23.2 

35.3 
5,441 000 

T,.al 
18,287,057 



 

Appendix H 
Plan Sheets



 H-1 

~ 

I 
' i 

.., 

Za 
0 2 

Miles 

Gulf of 
Mexico 

East 
Bay 

Alt. 8, 14, 15 

~-t; 
~""' CR 2311 

(; ~ 

CR 2301 

BAY COUNTY 

CALHOUN COUNTY 

I ;;; 
~ 

§~------------------------------------------------~------------------~------------------------~------------------------------~----~ 
1'#"1 PLAN SHEET ATKINS DEPARTJ;~o~'/JfN:TATION GULF COAST PARKWAY s~~E_T 

~ t____::__j !3~W!ST BOY SCOUT BLVD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID 

~ ---- ALTERNATIVE AUGNMENT ~r:;~/~f 33607 BAY & c:u~uN. 4109B1·2·2B.01 PLAN SHEET LAYOUT 
~~--------------------------------------------------------------------~----~--------~--------_. ______________________________ ~----~ KEY 



 H-2 

PRELIMINARY AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

Zs 
Feet 

I GULF OF MEXICO I 

.. 
;; 

§~----------------------------------------------------------~----A~~I~K~~I~N=-~s~--~--------~s=~:~:ni;:O:~:F.LO~mw::~:---------~-------------------------------------r-s~~~~;~;-1 
!a,t4..1S,t7,t•l tih~rfATIVE AUGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETWJD DEPARTMBNTOPTRANSPORTATION GULF COAST PARKWAY 

"' 25 CENTERUNE OF /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID ~ PARCEL BOUNDARY 4030 WEST BOY SCOUT BLVD ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS 
CONSTRUCTION SUITE 700 BAY, CALHOUN, 410981·2·28.()1 

~L_-=======~PR~O~P~O~SE~O~R~OAO~W~A~Y~----_!#~--_Et0£o1~~~~~~~~A~T~IO~N~S~IT~E~----------_l--~T~AM~PA~.~F~L23~36~0~7----------_l------_l--~&~G~U~L~F--_j __ ~::~~~JL--------------------------------------_L------~ 



 H-3 

.. 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ !:! 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLORIDA SHEET ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND A,. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'ARKWAY NO. !a. 14. ••· 17, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL""r;o Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~A~M~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
2 



 H-4 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPA.RTMENTOFTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL""r;o D~T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U Y.('1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
3 



 H-5 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

., 

~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 
ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T'"E Dl\.T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
4 



 H-6 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEAUGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT' DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ, u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C'OUN'TY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y.(':l..l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
5 



 H-7 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. 18
• ,.., ••· 

17
• ••

1 
LABELS / ' 1 v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL""r;o Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n .1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2-28..()1 ~l_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ _J ________________________________________ ~~----~ 6 



 H-8 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~ni~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL,...r;o Dl\.T AI ,...7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U Y:J'S.I." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L__::=:::::_~PR~O~P~O=S~E:D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~---!#~~_jC~O~NT~AM~I~N~AT~I~O~N~SI~T~E~------j_-~T~AM~PA~,~F~L~3:3~6~0~7------1---_ _L_~&~G:U~LF~-l--------l---------------------~---~ 
7 



 H-9 

PRELIMINARY AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~~----------------------------------------------------------~----~~~,~K~~~~N=-~s~--~--------~s=~~~:~;:o:~:FLO~~::~:---------~-------------------------------------r-s;HN~Eo;ET.;-1 

la,t4,tl,t7,t•l ti~~rfATIVE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND DEPARTMBNTOFTRANSPORTATION GULF COAST PARKWAY 
"' 25 CENTERUNE OF !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID ~ PARCEL BOUNDARY 4030 WEST BOY SCOUT BLVD ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS 

CONSTRUCTION SUITE 700 BAY, CALHOUN, 410981·2·28..()1 
~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~---t§S~1~~~~~~~~A~T~l~O~N~S~I~TE~------------j_--~T~AM~P~A~, ~FL~33~6~0~7----------_jl_ ______ l_ __ ~&~G~U~L~F--_jL__:~~~~_jl_ ________________________________________ L_ ____ __j 

8 



 H-10 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. rs. u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. C·OUN'TY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
9 



 H-11 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE AUGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. rs. u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dll.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
10 



 H-12 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~ni~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND A,. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL""r;o Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J~ ~:n .1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28.01 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
11 



 H-13 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~~----------------------------------------------------------~----A~~I~K~~I~N=-~s~--~--------~s=~~~:ni;:O:~:F.LO~Rm::~:---------~-------------------------------------r-s;~~~;~;-1 

la,t4,tl,t7,t•l ti~~rfATIVE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND DEPARTMBNTOPTRANSPORTATION GULF COAST PARKWAY 
"' 25 CENTERUNE OF !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID ~ PARCEL BOUNDARY 4030 WEST BOY SCOUT BLVD ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS 

CONSTRUCTION SUITE 700 BAY, CALHOUN, 410981·2·2B.()J 
~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AO~W~A~Y~----~~#~---t§S~1~~~~~~~~A~T~l~O~N~S~I~TE~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A~, ~FL~33~6~0~7----------_jl_ ______ l_ __ ~&~G~U~L~F--_jL__:~~~~_jl_ ________________________________________ L_ ____ __j 

12 



 H-14 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~~----------------------------------------------------------~----~~~~~K~~~~N=-~S~--~--------~s=~~~:~;:o:~:F.LO~mw::~:---------~-------------------------------------r-s~~~~;~;-1 

la,t4,tl,t7,t•l ti~~rfATIVE AUGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND DEPARTMBNTOPTRANSPORTATION GULF COAST PARKWAY 
"' 25 CENTERUNE OF /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID ~ PARCEL BOUNDARY 4030 WEST BOY SCOUT BLVD ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS 

CONSTRUCTION SUITE 700 BAY, CALHOUN, 410981·2·28.()1 
~L_-=====~~P~R~OP~O~S~ED~R~O~AO~W~A~Y~----~#~--jt~S~~~~~~fL~NA~T~IO~N~S~IT!E ____________ j_ __ ~T~AM~P~A~, ~FL~33~6~07~--------_j------_L---&~G~U~LF~_j--~::~~~j_ ____________________________________ _L ____ __J 

13 



 H-15 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L------------------------------------------------------------.----~~~~K~:~~N=-~s;;--~----------.s:~:~~~~o~~~FLO~~;,;~;---------,-------------------------------------ll-s~H~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE AUGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT' DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T'"E Dll.T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_~====~~P~RO~P~O~S~ED~R~OAD~W~A~Y~----~~~--~C~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~IO~N~SI~T!E ____________ l_ __ ~T~AM~P~A~, ~FL~33~6~07~--------_l------_L--~&~G~UL~F--_j ____________ ~------------------------------------~----~ 
14 



 H-16 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L__::=:::::_~PR~O~P~O=S~E:D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~---!#~~_jC~O~NT~AM~I~N~A~TI~O~N~SI~T~E~------j_-~T~AM~PA~,~F~L~3:3~6~0~7------l_---_L-~&~G:U~LF~-l--------L---------------------~---~ 
15 



 H-17 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

'o 

~ 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;.;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T'"E Dl\.T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28.()1 ~L__::=:::::_~PR~O~P~O=S~E:D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~---!~~~_jC~O~NT~AM~I~N~A~TI~O~N~SI~T~E~------j_-~T~AM~PA~,~F~L~3:3~6~0~7------l_---_L-~&~G:U~LF~-j_-------L---------------------~---~ 
16 



 H-18 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. 14. rs. 17, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y.t1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
17 



 H-19 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE AUGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28.01 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
18 



 H-20 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

., 

~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 
ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. C'OUNT'Y FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T'J';< Dl\.T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
19 



 H-21 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C·OUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y..(':l..l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~l£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
20 



 H-22 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s;~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T'"E Dl\.T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
21 



 H-23 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT' DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C·OUN'TY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
22 



 H-24 

., 

~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 
ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C'OUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T'"E Dl\.T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y..t'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
23 



 H-25 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~mw;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. 14. rs. u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C'OUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T'"E Dl\.T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
24 



 H-26 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
25 



 H-27 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 
~~~ ~~:Wl"'ifii:IS!ftE:': , 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~mw;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE AUGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL""r;o D~T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:.1'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
26 



 H-28 

.. 
OL------------------------------------------------------------,---~~==~~~=-~;;--~----------.::~~~~;:--------~--------------------------------------r-~~~ !:! 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND A,. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. 18
• , ... "· u. ••

1 
LABELS / ' 1 v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL"""E Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U ~.l1 .1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 *L_~====~~P~RO~P~O~S~ED~R~OAD~W~A~Y~----~#~--~C~O~N~TAM~IN~A~T~IO~N~~~T!E ____________ l_ __ ~T~AM~P~A~, ~FL~33~6~07~--------_l-------L--~&~G~UL~F __ _j ____________ ~------------------------------------~----~ 
27 



 H-29 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ !:! 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLORIDA SHEET ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND A,. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'ARKWAY NO. !a.,.., rs. u. ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL"'r;o Dl\.T A "'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2-28.01 ~l_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ _J ________________________________________ ~~----~ 28 



 H-30 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.., 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'ARKWAY NO. !a., ... rs.u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PROJECT ID AL"'r;o Dl\.T A "'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2-28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ JL ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ 
29 



 H-31 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~ni~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'ARKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL""r;o Dl\.T A ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J~ ~:n .1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2-28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
30 



 H-32 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ !:! 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLORIDA SHEET ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL""r;o Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~A~M~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
31 



 H-33 

::! 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND A,. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION G TT'LF CQ'A S T P.'ARKWAY NO. !a. , ... rs. , 7, , . , LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PIIOJECT ID AL"'r;o Dl\.T A "'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~.l1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2-28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ JL ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ 
32 



 H-34 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

:::! 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT _ _ __ PRoPosED Row wETLAND A 'T DEPARTMENT op TRANSPORTATION 6 TT'LF co· Als T P.' AIRKWA y No. !a., ... IS,u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PROJECT ID AL"'r;o Dl\.T AI "'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::! CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2-28..()1 ~l--=======-~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ j_ ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ ~ 
33 



 H-35 

::::! 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATIVE AUGm.fENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETI.AND A,. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF co· AST P.'ARKWAY NO. !a., ... ••· u.t•l LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT tD AL,.."ED"-TAI ,..7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::! CON!irRUCTJON 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY. CALHOUN, .1.' .1.U ~:n .1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..(}1 ~l--=======-~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~JT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ JL ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ ~ 
34 



 H-36 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

::! 

~L--------------------------------------------------------------------~r---~=-==~~~;:;-~;;~--,-----------~:;~~~~~~---------r------------------------------------------~~~~~ 
§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT ------ PROPOSED ROW WETLAND 1\:T DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'£F CQ'ASTP.'ARKWAY NO. 18• , ... rs.u, 191 LABELS V' ~ :.1'1 

"' F ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PROJECT ID '"-T'MENT.'S ~ 25 
CENTERUNE 0 PARCEL BOUNDARY 4030 WEST BOY SCOUT BLVD ALTERNATIVE ALIG.n. 35 

_ CONSTRUCTION SUITE lOO BAY, CALHOUN, 

~L__::=:::::_~PR~O~P~O=S~E:D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~------!#~~_jt~S~~~~~~~lfL~N~A~Tl~O~N~SIT~E~------------j_--~T~AM~PA~·~F~L~3:3~6~0~7------------l_-------L--~&~G:U~U~--l---4_10_9_8_1'_2._2_8~ __ 
1 
__ L_ __________________________________________ ._ ______ ~ 



 H-37 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.., 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT ____ PRoPosED Row wETLAND AT DEPARTMENT op TRANSPORTATION 6 rr'LF co· AST P.' AIRKWA y No. !a., ... rs,u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PROJECT ID AL,..r;o Dl\.T AI ,..7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::! CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A.~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ JL ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ 
36 



 H-38 

PRELIMINARY AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

:::! .. 
~ 

§~----------------------------------------------------------~------------------------~------------------------------~-------------------------------------r----~ 
AT K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHNEOET. Ia, ,.., rs. u. r•l 

25 

ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT 
LABELS 
CENTERUNE OF 
CONSTRUCTION 

PROPOSED ROADWAY # 

PROPOSED ROW 

PARCEL BOUNDARY 

POTENTIAL 
CONTAMINATION SITE 

WETLAND I' I DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GULF COAST PARKWAY 
ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PROJECT ID 

~~~Ew,~s;r BOY SCOUT BLVD BAY, CALHOUN, 410981·2-28..()1 ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS 
TAMPA, FL 33607 & GULF 

37 



 H-39 

'o 

~ 

::! 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT _ _ __ PRoPosEo Row wETLANo AT DEPARTMENT op TRANSPORTATION 6 TT'LF co· Als T P.' AIRKWA y No. !a., ... IS,u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PROJECT ID ALIT'F;' Dl\.T AI ,..7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::! CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~.l1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28.()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A.~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ JL ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ 
38 



 H-40 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

... 

OL-------------------------------------------------------,----~~~~~~~~--,---------;.::;~~~~--------r----------------------------------r~~;-1 ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET r.::E:!!:Im ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ____ PRoPosED Row wETLAND A:f nsPA.RTMENToFrRANsPORTATioN 6 rr'LF co•AisTP.'AIRKWAY No. !~. , ... rs. 17• 191 LABELS V' ~ :.1'1 

"' F /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PIIOJECT ID '"-T'MENT.'S ~ 25 
CENTERUNE 0 PARCEL BOUNDARY 4030 WEST BOY SCOUT BLVD ALTERNATIVE ALIG.n. 39 _ CONSTRUCTION SUITE lOO BAY, CALHOUN, 

~l_~====~P~R~OP~O~SE~D~RO~A~DW~A~Y~----~~~ __ jt~S~~~~~~~M~A~Tl~O~N~S~IT!E __________ _j __ ~TAM~P~A,~F~L~33~6~07~--------j_----_l--~&~G~UU~--L--4_10_98_1._2._28_~_1 __ L---------------------------------~----~ 



 H-41 

... 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND A,. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'ARKWAY NO. !a., ... IS,u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PIIOJECT ID AL"'r;o Dl\.T A "'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ JL ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ 
40 



 H-42 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

'o ; 

.. 
;; 

§~----------------------------------------------------------~----A~~I~K~~I~N=-~s~--~--------~s=~:~:ni;:O:~:F.LO~mw::~:---------~-------------------------------------r-s~~~~;~;-1 
la,,4..1S,t7,t•l ti~~rfATIVE AUGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETWJD DEPARTMBNTOPTRANSPORTATION GULF COAST PARKWAY 

"' 25 CENTERUNE OF /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PIIOJECT ID ~ PARCEL BOUNDARY 4030 WEST BOY SCOUT BLVD ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS 
CONSTRUCTION SUITE 700 BAY, CALHOUN, 410981·2·28.()1 

~l_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~O~RO~A~O~W~A~Y~----~~~~---t§S~1~~~~~~~~A~T~l~O~N~S~l~TE~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A~. ~FL~33~6~0~7----------_jl_ ______ l_ __ ~&~G~U~U~--j_~==~::~~j_----------------------------------------JL------~ 
41 



 H-43 

:::! 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'ARKWAY NO. !a., ... IS, ,7, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PIIOJECT ID AL,..r;o Dl\.T AI ,..7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~..1'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2-28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ JL ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ 
42 



 H-44 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.., 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLORIDA SHEET ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT ____ PRoPosED Row wETLAND AT DEPARTMENT op TRANSPORTATION 6 rr'LF co· AST P.' AIRKWA y No. !a., ... IS, u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PROJECT ID AL,..r;o Dl\.T AI ,..7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::! CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L--=======-~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A.~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ JL ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ ~ 
43 



 H-45 

., 

~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 
ALTERNATNE AUGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C'OUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T'"E Dl\.T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y..(':l..l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~l£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
44 



 H-46 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~ni~~o,;;F.LO~mw;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL""r;o Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~..t'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28.01 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
45 



 H-47 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. C'OUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T'"E Dl\.T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
46 



 H-48 

., 

~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 
ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL,..,"E Dl\.T AI ,..,7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
47 



 H-49 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~ni~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. 14. IJ,u,t•l LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C·OUN'TY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L__::=:::::_~PR~O~P~O=S~E:D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~---!#~~_jC~O~NT~AM~I~N~A!TI~O~N~SI~T~E~------j_-~T~AM~PA~,~F~L~3:3~6~0~7------l_---_L-~&~G:U~LF~-l--------l---------------------~---~ 
48 



 H-50 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

., 

~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 
ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. rs. 17, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. C·OUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
49 



 H-51 

'o g 

., 

~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 
ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C·OUNT'Y FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y..t'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28.01 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~l£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
50 



 H-52 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. 14. IJ,n,t•l LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C'OUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T'"E Dl\.T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y.t1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
51 



 H-53 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE AUGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. 14. IJ.n,t•l LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y.t1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
52 



 H-54 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. ••· u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C·OUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT tD AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y..t'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~l£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
53 



 H-55 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. 14. IJ.n,t•l LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C·OUN'TY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
54 



 H-56 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL""r;o D~T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:.1'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=:=:==:_P~R~O~P~O~SE~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~--_ECO~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~IO~N~S~IT~E~----------_L--~T~AM~P~A~, ~F~L ~3~36~0~7----------_l------_L--~&~G~U~L~F---l ____________ -L ______________________________________ -L------~ 55 



 H-57 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ____ PRoPosED Row wETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANsPORTATioN 6 rr'LF co· AST P.'AIRKWAY No. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. C·OUN'TY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
56 



 H-58 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'ARKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL""r;o Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~L1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
57 



 H-59 

.. 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ !:! 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLORIDA SHEET ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'ARKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u. ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL"'r;o Dl\.T A "'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
58 



 H-60 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLORIDA SHEET ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL"""E Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U ~:n .1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~A~M~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
59 



 H-61 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~ni~~o,;;FLO~mw;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'ARKWAY NO. 18
• '

4
•

11
• u, 

191 
LABELS / ' 1 v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT tD AL""r;o Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~L1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
60 



 H-62 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
61 



 H-63 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE AUGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y..t'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28.01 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
62 



 H-64 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~ni~~o,;;F.LO~~;.;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. 14. IJ, 17, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. C·OUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T'J';< D~T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U Y:.l'1.1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
63 



 H-65 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. C·OUNT'Y FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~l£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
64 



 H-66 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~ni~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·2B..(J1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
65 



 H-67 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. 14. ''· u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. C'OUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=:=:==:_P~R~O~P~O~SE~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~--_ECO~NT~AM~IN~A~T~IO~N~S~IT~E~----------_L--~T~AM~P~A~, ~F~L ~3~36~0~7----------_l------_L--~&~G~U~L~F---l ____________ -L ______________________________________ ~------~ 66 



 H-68 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ !:! 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLORIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND A,. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. 18
• '4. "· u. ••

1 
LABELS / ' 1 v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL'T'F;' Dl\.T AI ,.,..7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 *L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~A~M~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
67 



 H-69 

.. 
~L-----------------------------------------------------------~----~~~~K~:I~N=-~s;;--~----------.s:~:~~~;:o~~~F.LO~~;,;~;---------~------------------------------------ll-s~H~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL,...r;o Dl\.T AI ,...7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~L1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28.01 ~L_~====~~P~RO~P~O~S~ED~R~OAD~W~A~Y~----~#~--~C~O~N~TAM~IN~A~T~IO~N~SI~T!E ____________ l_ __ ~T~AM~P~A~, ~FL~33~6~07~--------_l------_L--~&~G~UL~F--_j ____________ ~------------------------------------~----~ 
68 



 H-70 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y..t'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
69 



 H-71 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~ni~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. 14. rs. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. C·OUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL""r;o Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.~.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
70 



 H-72 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. , •• 1!, IJ, 17, •• , LABELS I ' I v. ~ :.1'1 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL""r;o Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
71 



 H-73 

:::! 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT _ _ __ PRoPosED Row wETLAND AT DEPARTMENT op TRANSPORTATioN 6 TT'LF co· Als T P.' AIRKWA y No. !a., ... IS,u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANClAL PROJECT ID AL""r;o Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::! CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~.l1.1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2-28..(}1 ~l--=======-~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ JL ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ ~ 
72 



 H-74 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

::::! 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLORIDA SHEET ALTERNATIVE AUGm.fENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Grr'LF CQ'AST P.'ARKWAY NO. !a., ... ••· u.t•l LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT tD AL,.,.."EDJ\.TA ,.,..7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::! CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY. CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U ~:n .1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..(}1 ~l--=======-~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~JT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ JL ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ ~ 
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 H-75 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

:::! .. 
§~----------------------------------------------------------~----f\~~~~K~~~~N=-~5~--~--------~s=~:~:ni;:O:~:FL;o~~::~:---------~-------------------------------------r-s~~~~;~;-i 

,.,,4.. ••. • 7,••• tih~rfATivE AUGNMENT ---- PRoPosED Row wETWJo nEPARTMBNToFrJUNsPORTATioN GULF coAST PARKW:AY 
"' 25 CENTERUNE OF ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT tO ~ PARCEL BOUNDARY 4030 WEST BOY SCOUT BLVD ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS 

CONSTRUCTION SUITE 700 BAY. CALHOUN, 410981·2·2B.(J1 
*L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~#~---t§S~~~1~~~~~~A~T~l~O~N~S~J~TE~------------j_--~T~AM~P~A~. ~FL~33~6~0~7 ----------_jl_ ______ l_ __ ~&~G~U~U~--j_~==~::~~j_----------------------------------------JL------~ 74 



 H-76 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

:::! 
0

L------------------------------------------------------------------,-----~::~~::~~;:;;--~r----------;.~~~~~~~---------r----------------------------------------ll~~~~ ~ 

§ K I N s STATE OF FLQRIJ)A SHEET ALTERNATIVEAUGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'ARKWAY NO. , •• , ... IS, 17, ,., LABELS I ' I V< ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T 8 VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT tD ALIT'r.< D"-T AI ,..7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::! CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n .1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·2B..(J1 ~l--=======-~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~A~D~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~A~M~P~A.~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:U:_ __ JL ____________ ~----------------------------------------~------~ ~ 
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 H-77 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~ni~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. rs. u. ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL""r;o Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::! CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n .1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 *L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~ __ jc~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~A~M~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
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 H-78 

.. 
~L-----------------------------------------------------------~----~~~~K~:~~N=-~s;;--~----------.s:~:~~~;:o~~~FLO~~;,;~;---------,-------------------------------------ll-s~H~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ____ PRoPosED Row wETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANsPORTATioN 0 rr'LF co· AST P.'AIRKWAY No. !a. 14. ''· u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD ROAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL""r;o D~T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_~====~~P~RO~P~O~S~ED~R~OAD~W~A~Y~----~~~--~C~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~IO~N~SI~T!E ____________ j_ __ ~T~AM~P~A~, ~FL~33~6~07~--------_l------_L--~&~G~UL~F--_j ____________ ~------------------------------------~----~ 
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 H-79 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~ni~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL"""D Dl\.T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n .1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2-28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~N~T~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
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 H-80 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. C'OUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL'T'"E Dl\.T AI 'T'7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y..t'1.1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
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 H-81 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ, u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:J'S.I." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
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 H-82 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. rs. u, ,., LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
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 H-83 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNEALJGNMENT ---- PROPOSEDROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LFCQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD /lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PIIOJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1. • 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
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 H-84 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;F.LO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE ALIGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND A,. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. '4. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 25 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL""r;o D~T AI ""7VE ALIGNMENTS 
~ CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1. .I.J.I.U ~:n.l." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28.01 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------j_------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
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 H-85 

AERIAL FLIGHT DATE: 2010 

.. 
~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 

ALTERNATNE AUGNMENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'AST P.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 
~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:.l'1.1." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~~~ __ jc~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
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 H-86 

., 

~L---------------------------------------------------------------r---~~::::K~~~;:N~;:s~--~----------s:~;~~~~~o,;;FLO~~;,;~;----------r---------------------------------------r~sH~E~ET;-1 
ALTERNATNE AUGNfl.fENT ---- PROPOSED ROW WETLAND AT DEPARTMENTOPTRANSPORTATION GTT'LF CQ'ASTP.'AIRKWAY NO. !a. t!. IJ. u, ••I LABELS / ' I v' ~ :n 

~ 15 CENTERUNE OF PARCEL BOUNDARY 0 T B VD !lOAD NO. COUNTY FINANCIAL PROJECT ID AL'T""E Dl\.T AI 'T"7VE ALIGNMENTS 
::) CONSTRUCTION 4030 WEST BOY SC U L BAY, CALHOUN, .1.' .I.U Y:J'S.I." 

POTENTIAL SUITE 700 410981·2·28..()1 ~L_-=======~P~R~O~PO~S~E~D~RO~AD~W~A~Y~----~~#~--jC~O~NT~AM~IN~A~T~I£ON~S~IT~E~------------l_--~T~AM~P~A,~F~L~3~3~6~07~----------JL------JL--_:&~G:U:L:F __ _j ____________ ~----------------------------------------~~----~ 
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Appendix I 
Pond Sizing Calculations 



 I-1 

 

Pond Area Relative to Area at Normal Water Surface 

Assumes: 
UW Ratio 2:1 

Formulae: 
W,= 

L, = 
W2= 

L2= 

(Area/2)"0.5 

2*W1 

w, + 120' 

L1 + 120' 

Assumed NWL Total Pond Dimension 

Area (ac) Area (sf) 

0.75 32670 
1.25 54450 
2.00 87120 
3.00 130680 
4.00 174240 
5.00 217800 
6.00 261360 
6.75 294030 

-._..:.'()'~ 
1 f!~t ,., 

'<.-._ 

w, 
128 
165 
209 
256 
295 
330 
361 
383 

L, 

256 
330 
417 
511 
590 
660 
723 
767 

.:L : ....... ~..; c [ "lf>:j ,. ,T,i"r, I~ ' 

!. .,t 11~./ • •20 
------

l. 

w2 ~ 
248 376 
285 450 
329 537 
376 631 
415 710 
450 780 
481 843 
503 887 

• _, :r;c'. ;·~,; 

'I tlli•'IN : v---·------- . ,:..,,,,(11, 

J:\FDOT 2008 Projects\41 098122801_ND\drainage\pond vol est.xls 

Pond 
Area (sf) 

93081 
128250 
176656 
237102 
294898 
351000 
405899 
446463 

Pond 
Area (ac) 

2,14 
2.94 
4.06 
5.44 
6.77 
8.06 
9.32 
10.25 



  

Appendix J 
Construction and Right-of-Way Costs 

supporting documents 



 J-1 

Alternative 

8 
14 
15 
17 
19 

Gulf Coast ParkwiltY 
Alternative Corridors 

Roadway and Structure Cost Estimate Fen lnitiai2-Lane Roadway 

Length (MI.) 
Roadway Cost Low Level Bridge High Level Bridge Bridge Culverts 

($mil) Cost ($mil) Cost ($mil) Cost ($mil) 

34.74 $130.51 $36.98 $34.76 $0.84 
40.48 $150.42 $45.17 $34.76 $1 .25 
45.02 $168.80 $56.29 $34.76 $1 .09 
30.21 $119.07 $12.77 $68.08 $0.41 
35.61 $139.65 $16.69 $68.08 $0.63 

Intersection Cost 
RIW Cost ($mil) 

Total Cost 
($mil) ($mil) 

$37.39 $83.90 $324.39 
$24.04 $101.00 $356.64 
$24.04 $103.16 $388.14 
$37.39 $88.96 $326.69 
$24.04 $108.03 $357.11 



 J-2 

 
Gulf Coast Parkwoy 

Environmental Screening Tool (EST) Alternative Corridors 

Roadway and Structure Cost Estlrn;>te -Initial Z-Lane Roadway Coot Compone<ll$ "2~1.ane ..... ,., 
iOtal Total Lenglh L.owl,.evel f'Ugh Level Number of 

Roadw.Ji)' 
Urban RuroJ Urban 

Rural Roactway 
Lowt.eveJ .. Hgh Level errd_ge 

Total Cot1 Tota!Cot-t 
Segment Nodct ~ornatlvo Btl* longl~ Brt~o Low level Roadway Roadway RoadWay COlt Bridge cos• Bridge Cost Culve-ns C·ost 

l of1!1th (FTj (ML) (FT) Length (FT) Bridge 
longlh (Mlj 

l ength (MI.l Length (MI.) ($mlllj Coot(Smll() ($mliQ ($mill) ($mill) ($mill) ($mill) 

Segment1 · From U-S 98 !n MeXICO 
AtDB ~'4 -ana 15 24:!92 450 200 0 3 99 000 3.99 SQOO f!H• $1.97 saoo $001 $ 19158 mn 6eacl1 to tile PT or Atternotive 14/t~ 

Se,gmcnt 2. From us 981n MexiCo 
A !O F 17, 19 9.4563 17 91 1610 9100 5 14.93 000 1493 $000 >65.58 S11 t9 S88.08 $0,00 S14488 S'Z77 07 

Beach to the PC of Alternative t7 
Segm•nt a . on attemotlvo 8. rrom 81DCI a W)96 532 1260 6690 3 J :!5 000 325 $000 $14$ $8.~ S34 76 SOZI $57$8 511266 he endot~ment 1 tonodeC1 
Segmt~nt•- Onalt!lll'latwe 14/15, BtoC2 14, 16 30025 &.69 420 13330 3 !61 000 2.$1 sooo $1104 S3.il3 $54,32 $0,07 S88.77 $ 13533 
rom the end o4 segme,. 1 to node 

Segment 5~ From node Cltoet! C2 toC3 14,15 6019 162 355 0 t 1 26 000 1.26 so.oo $5.6. $2.4• so.oo $000 $7,99 SIC 90 

Segment 8. From~ C1 to C3 
oai10n rot art 8 to tum to all l 4115 CttoC3 8 6666 12'6 640 0 ' 095 0.00 096 sooo $4 18 $4.21 so.oo $0,()() $6.31! $ 15.97 

Segment 1· From node C2 to C4 
_ofi10r1 for a1t U/15 to turn 10 aJt 8 C2 toC4 14, 15 6843 1.26 450 0 t 098 000 098 sooo $4.32 S3.03 SO. DO $000 S7.35 $13.87 

Sogmont 8 · From node C1 to C4 C1toC4 & 5553 105 1250 0 I 063 000 0.63 sooo $2 76 $7.-99 so.oo $000 $1073 $20,94 

~:e3~ ~~ =~~11C3to 011 C3to01 14,15 24509 C6<1 910 0 3 l90 000 390 sooo $1713 $6.37 sn.oo $0,08 S2358 $43 78 

lseomcnt10 -From noci6 C4 to 0 2 Coil to 02 8 329t6 62l 1790 0 • s 14 000 5. 14 so.oo $22 56 $1206 $000 $000 $3462 SS4 90 

Segmt~nt 11 - From node 01 toE 0 1toE ,. 13662 2.5.9 <3D 0 ' 231i 000 236 sooo $ 10 34 St 67 $0,00 SO.o5 $ 12.06 $22,08 

tse;mom 12 -Fromnode02to D3 
op(Jo, for alt 8 lo turn to all 15) 0'21003 8 2694 061 0 0 0 061 000 0 51 so.oo $2 2.11 $000 woo $0,00 $224 $405 

Segmeni13-Ftom nocle D~ to 0 3 D1to03 15 4172 0,79 0 0 0 0 ;g 000 0 79 $0,00 S3 ' 7 10.00 sooo $000 ~3 47 S6.2i 

Segmenl14 - From node 02to E 
~re-alt. Sand 14 SOIIl 

02 toE 8 13519 257 2'30 0 I 2,. 0.00 234 so.oo $10.2T $ 1 67 $000 $012 $ 12 06 $2202 

Segment 1$ ·Fron1 node E 10 G1 EtoG1 8 $24&5 616 660 0 3 5 ·~ QOO !i416 $0,00 $23.98 $476 ;ollO $013 $21L87 $52 99 

Segmt~m US-From nodeFtoG2 FtoG2 17 17681 3 ,35 216 0 ' 3 ~~ 0.00 3 12 SO,OO $13.69 $1U 50.00 !() 19 $15 46 S28.09 

~~=~~~!=n~eGt to H1 G1t<>H1 e 6053 0.96 0 0 0 09& o,oo 0.96 sq,oo $4,20 $000 $000 $000 $420 $7.60 

Segml!!ni18 ·From nodeG2to H1 G2t<>H1 t7 5831 I tO 0 0 0 ItO 000 '10 woo $086 $000 sooo $000 $4,85 $6.76 
the new lf"!fe JSedlon 

Segmef'!I19 -From nocleG2to H2 
G~ .. H2 17 6077 I IS 0 0 0 I 15 000 1 16 sooo $505 $0.00 $0,00 SOli $516 S925 1114 now tnteJSedJonJ (!!liS o~uon,. 

SCg~nt '20 ·From nodeG \ toH2 
G1"'H2 IS 5456 1 03 0 0 0 1 OJ 000 10J $0,00 54.54 $0.00 woo SOli $4 65 $8.31 lilt"""' lnltm<:liOnl !for aa a to 

Segmeni21-From nocleHt to J H1toJ 8,17 10286 1 95 0 D 0 t 95 126 069 55.150 S3,04 $000 >SO.OO $0,22 S8~ S1628 tntersectson of Srar Ave andiram 
Segment 22 ·From nodeH2 ro J H2toJ 8,17 12368 2.34 0 0 0 234 2..34 000 S10.44 $0()() $0.00 $000 $011 $ 1055 S1982 
~e,sec.ton ot Stat Ave -and Tram 

Segmen1 23 - From rodeH1 toM H 1 !OM B.H 27870 528 0 0 0 5:?9 2.116 2.82 $1096 $ 1238 $0.00 so.oo SOJO $37.00 556.72 
US231 

Segment 24 ... Ffom nodeH2 toM H2toM 8.17 25531 484 0 0 0 484 2 46 238 $1000 $1043 SQOO ~000 $0 19 $21 69 $3974 US231 
Segment 25 ·From lntersecU0/1 of 

J"'K 8,17 7628' 1A4 0 0 0 ,.. ' .. 0.00 56 44 sooo ro.oo 50.00 $000 S30<7 S31U9 Star Ave-and Tram Rd lO US 98 
~gmcn1 28 ... From node J ID L.. on 
$brAve Jlol 8,17 11089 2 10 0 0 0 2 10 2.10 000 $9.36 sooo $0.00 sooo $000 $936 $1767 

Segment 27 -From rpde l toM LIO M S.t1 12466 236 0 0 0 :.!U: 2,36 o.oo $ 10 51 $0.00 $0:00 5000 ~.00 $1051 $1985 

Segment 28-From nodel toN l .. N 8. 17 14692 2 76 0 0 0 ~ TG 2.76 000 $12$2 $0,00 1000 woo $000 $12,32 $23 26 

Segmens29-From node f toP1 F"' P1 19 16714 -3 17 0 0 0 3 t7 000 3 11 50.00 S1390 50.00 sooo $000 $13.90 $2612 

Segment 30 - ffom node E toP? E"'P2 ,. 2326• 4 •• 1 775 0 2 !88 0 00 388 $000 $11~ ~ZI sooo $019 $2252 ~U'I 

~=:~,'!':;==~ ll2"l~P\' i"""'"'t~vts., rOt ~;jlltgn ren"b~P_R actN>WJdgoQ "-'"~.,. ""' 2 0 ,. 000 0 14 $000 $0.63 SUI5 $000 $0.00 $2.48 $4.831 



 J-3 

 

Gulf Coast Parkway 
Environmental Screening Tool (EST) Alternative Corndors 

Roadway and Structure Cost Estimate -lnit.ial 2-Lane Roadway Cost Compone-nts z~t.ane 4-la,., 

Total Total Length 
Low Level Hlg·h Level Number of 

Roadway 
Urban Rural Urban 

Rural Roadway 
Low Level High Level Bridge 

Total Cost Total Cost Segment Nodes Attematlvo 
leoglh (FT) (Mt) Bri~Length Bridge L.ow Level L<nglh(MI.I Roadway Roadway Roadway Cost 

cost (Smlll) 
Bridge Cost BrldgeCos1 culve-rts Cost (Smlll) (Smlll) 

(FT) leogth CFT) Brid,ge Leoglh(Ml) Lenglh (MI.) (Smlll) ($mill) (Smlll) (Smlll) 

Segment 32- From node P2 to ?3 P210Pa 14 2282 0,43 220 0 2 001 000 0 0 1 sooo soos S1,8S 50,00 so.oo S1 90 S379 

Segment 33 - From node P1 to P4 P11o P4 19 2282 0.43 130 0 I 022: 000 022 sooo S0,96 $1 05 sooo sooo S2.01 S3.83 

egment 34- Fiom node P1 to P3 
oPtion for alt19 to turn to att 14) PI IOP3 19 1487 028 130 0 I 0 07 0.00 0.07 sooo $0.3() S1 05 so.oo sooo Sl.-35 $2.63 

Segrnent 35 · ffom node P3 to 0 P3to0 " 15012 284 2S5 0 1 261 0 ,00 2.61 so.oo $11.44 $182 $000 sooo S1326 $24 33 

:Segment 36-FromnodeP41 toO P4toQ 19 14310 271 130 0 I Z50 ooo 250 sooo $1096 $10$ ~0.00 so 12 S12.13 $2203 

seg.ment 37 ·From node o toR OtoR 14,19 6221 1.18 2$5 0 I 0 9A O,OQ 0.94 sooo $4 13 $182 $000 sooo S595 $11, 

Segment 38 ~From node R to S on 
RIOS 19 13306 2.62 0 0 0 2.$2 13i 116 56.09 $6.07 Sttoo sooo SOlO $1t 25 $2076 

all 14 

Segment 39 • Froro node R to S Of~! LIO M 14 13863 2.63 0 0 0 263 1.2:? 1 41 S5.43 S61& $000 $0,00 $0.08 $1159 $21 49 
~ 19 

Segment 40 • Frotn node 03 toT 03 to T 15 51308 972 2$10 0 • 8 48 ooo 8.48 sooo $37.26 $16.52 $000 SO:!.$ $$0.03 $100.64 

:Segment41· ftomnodeTtoU 
soulhem ootJonl T IOU 15 23803 4.51 410 0 ! 424 0 ,56 3.68 S2 49 S16, 11 S278 so.oo sooo $21 44 S39 49 

Segmenl 42. From I'IOde T 10 U 
T IOU 15 23530 446 600 0 1 4 15 0.56 3.$9 $2.49 $15 78 $395 ~0.00 so 14 $2238 $41 29 

northemo'"loo 
no change 

OJR Comments regatdlog Changed Cl\ingeo """'"""" cum er.oon hom 4 \aN cost 'o SES396 to SES301 !o tn'31nage fur 
1(1Ua12..!ane cost SES161 SES60 ONida by~ ON'Ide t1)l? ulb111alc 4~1aM 

4-fan:e Ufb:u"!;o 44anc rural to ~ 
2 t.:loe UlbaO line rurat new 
new cll.gnment al•gnmem 



 J-4  

Alternative 8 

Bridge No L ength FT Type 
1 60 Low level 
2 60 Low level 

3 80 Low level 
4 60 Low level 

0 1 h1gh level bndge Hi h level 
6 1200 Low level 
7 1250 Low level 
8 1155 Low level 
9 110 Low level 
10 325 Low level 
11 200 Low level 
12 230 Low level 
13 70 Low level 

14 70 Low level 

15 510 Low level 

Alternative 14 

Bridge No L ength (FT) Type 

1 60 Low level 
2 60 Low level 

3 80 Low level 
4 60 Low level 

5 1.5 high level bridge H1gh level 

6 180 Low level 
7 180 Low level 
8 355 Low level 

9 600 Low level 
10 200 Low level 
11 110 Low level 

12 230 Low level 
13 465 Low level 
14 310 Low level 
15 130 Low level 
16 130 Low level 

17 255 Low level 
18 255 Low level 

Glulf Coast Parkway 
Environmental ScreElning Tool (EST) Alternative Corridors 

Bridge Length 

Comment Segment Bridge No 
Unnamed c reek on CR 386 1 1 
W etappo creek on CR 386 1 2 
Unnamed creek on CR 386 1 3 

On CR 386 3 4 
ICWW on W etappo creek 3 

Tributarv to Horseshoe creek 3 5 
Horeseshoe creek 8 

Tributary to Horseshoe creek 10 6 
Little Sandy creek 10 7 

Tributary 10 8 
Tnbutary 10 g 

Sandy Creek on SR 22 14 10 
Olivers creek on SR 22 15 1 1 
OINers creek on SR 22 15 12 

Bogoy creek 15 13 
14 
15 
16 

16A 
Comment Segment 

Unnamed creek on CR 386 1 
W eta po creek o.n CR 386 1 
Unnamed creek on CR 386 1 

On CR 386 4 
Crossing ICWVV2 t1mes . only Bridge No 

build 1 span on first crossing 4 1 
(Using CR 386 for other span) 

Tributarv to Hors eshoe creek 4 2 
Tributary to Horsesh oe creek 4 

Horeseshoe creek 5 3 
Litt le Sandv creek 9 4 
Little Sandy creek 9 5 
Little Sandy creek 9 6 

Sandy Creek on SR 22 11 7 
Tnbutary 30 
Tributary 30 
Tributary 32 
Tributary 32 
Tnbutarv 35 Bridge No 

Tributary 37 1 

2 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

Note 1: When a bridge appears on 2 segments, only one segment canies the bridge with Its maj~lrity bridge section in that segment 

Note2: Length of' Approach is calculated as: 2466' FlU and MSE wal~ 4074' concrete beam, and 1!50' steel structur. at 95 ' clearance. 

Alternat ive 15 

Leng th FT 
60 
60 
80 
60 

1 and 1/2 high level 

bndge 

180 
180 
355 
600 
200 
110 
110 
400 
1600 
400 
410 
600 

Al ternat ive 17 

Length (FT) 
60 

9100 

200 
580 
430 
340 
2 15 

Alternative 19 

Length (FT ) 

60 

9100 

200 
580 
430 
340 
130 
130 
255 

2466' Fill and MSE wall is the cost ofthe approach tor the high level crossing, 4074' concrete be;a:m (tor high level bridge crossing), and 150' steel structure at65' clearance. 

Type Comment Segment 
Low level Unnamed creek on CR 386 1 
Low level Wntappo creek on CR 386 ., 
Low level Unnamed creek on CR 386 1 
Low level On CR 386 4 

Crossing ICWN2 times, only 
H1gh level build 1 span on first crossing 4 

usinq CR 386 for other span) 
Low level Trib utary to Horseshoe creek 4 
Low !eve! Tributary to Horseshoe creek 4 
Low level Horeseshoe creek 5 
Low level Little Sand y creek 9 
Low level Little Sandy creek 9 
Low level Little Sandy creek 9 
Low level Tributary 40 
Low level T ributary 40 
Low level Tributary 40 
Low level Tributary 40 
Low lev el Tnbutary (Southern option) 4 1 
Low level Tnbutary (Northem opt1on) 42 

Typ e Comment Segment 
Low level On CR 386 2 

Crossing East Bay, but us1ng low 
High level level b1idge approach in cost 2 

Low level Tributary 2 
Low level Flood la1n area 2 
Low level Tnbutary 2 
Low level Tnbutary to East Bay 2 
Low level Cushion Creek 16 

Typ e Comment Segment 
Low level On CR 386 2 

Crossing East B ay, but using low 
H1gh level level b1i dge approach in cost 2 

Low level Tributary 2 
Low lev el F loodplain area 2 
Low level Tributary 2 
Low level Tributary to East Bay 2 
Low level Tributary 33 
Low level Tributary 36 
Low level Tnbutary 37 
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Gulf Coast Parkway 
Alternative Corridors 

Roadway and Structure Cost Estimate For Ultimate 4-Lane Roadway 

Length Roadway Low Level Bridge 
High Level Bridge 

lnterSE!clion 
Alternative Brid.ge Cost Culverts Cost 

(MI.) Cost ($mil) Cost ($mil) 
($mil) ($mil) 

Cost ($mil) 

8 34.74 $238.45' $73.97 $69.52 $0.84 $37.39 
14 40.48 $273.32 $90.34 $69.52 $1.25 $24.04 
1'5 4~i.02 $306.24 $112.58 $69.52 $1.09 $24.04 
17 3CI .21 $217.77 $25:53 $136.16 $0.41 $37.39 
19 3~i.61 $253.84 $33.38 $136.16 $0.63 $24.04 

RfW Cost Total Cost 
(·$mil) ($mil) 

$83.90 $504.07 
$101 .00 $559.47 
$103.16 $616.63 
$88.96 $506.24 

$108.03 $556.08 
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Toral 
Segment Nodes Altemativo 

len;th (FTI 

Segment 1 · From US 9Bin Mexico Ato B 8,141, artd15 24292 
Beadt kl tNo PT ol AftemaiJVe 1.fl15 
5egmont 2 ·From US98tn Mfnlco AtoF t7 IS 94563 Beach tolhe PCcf l'ttetnat1Ye17 
SOgment 3 · On -altefnative 8. from 
the end of segment i to f'Qde.C1 

BtoCt 8 :28006 

Segment 4 . On-altemonive-'1 41151 BloCl: 14. 15 30025 
11om the end of -Selln'lent l to noda 

segment$ . Ftorn nod&C2to CJ C'2toCS 14.15 6019 

SO_gment 6 • Ftotn nOdet C1 to C3 
ICC!9Uon fof .-rt.. a to turn to atl 141161_ 

C110C3 8 8888 

~~::~7a;t~:;~~u~t~0oa~ 8\ C2toC4 14,15 6643 

Segment 8 • Ffon' ttode C 11o C4 C11oC4 8 s~ 

Segmont s • Froot1 oodo C'J 10 01, 
~rul 1A ond 15spljl 

C3lo0, '4 15 2.4509 

Segment 10 ·From f'Odtt C4 to 02- C4 to02 6 mT6 

Segment 1 t • F1om noOe 01 toE 01 toE 14 1:,\88~ 

Segment 11 ·Froffl node 02 roOO. 
lt®iton , .. all a to turn to oll 151 021003 6 2894 

Segmont 13 • Fromno<IP 01 1903 01 loOO 15 41 72 

Segment 14 ·From nodo 02 toE, 02toE 8 1$579 
whereat. Band 14solli 

segment 1S·FiomtiOdeEtoG, , EtoG1 8 3248,5 

Segment 16 ·From node F toG2 Fto G"2 17 17d81 

SOgmont 17 · FromnodeG1 1oH1 
ll'lhe new !nteJseeliOn 

G1rol-l1 8 SO.S3 

Segment 18 · From node G2"1ol11 G2to HI 17 Sa:ll 
the new lnteiSeCbon} 

segment 19·Fromnode G2to H2 G2!<>H2 t7 8077 
the new lnt~cbC>n\ th5 ooUon is 

Segmont'2Q ... ~t001\~&G~ to..-2 
Gl toH2 8 54>~ 

the !'lew int~n• lftu a11 8 to Qe 

Segment 21· Fromnqde H110 J H 1 to.) 8,17 10288 
Intersection of SlaT Ave and Tram 
so.om•nt 22 .. From OOde H2 to J '12toJ 6.17 12368 
lnters.eer,on ot Star Ave and Tr~rn 

Segment 23 ·From node Hl roM HI !OM 8,17 27870 US231) 
Segme.nl 2A ·From llOCie H21:Q' M H2toM 8,17 ~_.fi31 
US231 

segment 25 .. Frorn llltt!MCUOn ol 
JtoK 8,17 7628 

Slat Ave and Tlilm Rd to US 98: 
Segment 26 ·From noOeJ to Lon Jtol e,11 11089 
Stu AVe. 

SO.gmont 27 ·From nodo l to M ltoM 8.11 12-456 

Segment 28 • Frorn node L. toN LtoN 8,17 1oll;92 

Segment 29 ·From node F to P1 Fto Pl 19 16714 

5egmonl'~'l!'rll]Q~e<ft."P!f"l ~~ ~·JII\( c;~ 

Gulf Coast Parkway 
Environmental Screening Tool (EST) Alternative Corridors 

Roadway and Structure Cost Estimate 

Total length t.owlcvol High t..ovol Number ot R;oadwoy 
Brio.,ge lengtil Brfdge l en,gth Low level 

(MI.) 
(FTI (FTI Bridge LO"l!Ul(MI,) 

460 ;>00 0 3 ~gg 

1'791 1610 QIOO s 1493 

s~ 1:160 66QO 3 3.25 

5,6'} 420 13330 3 2.51 

152 355 c 1 1:16 

1 :16 3<10 ~ I 0.95 

12!1 450 0 1 098 

1 05 1:150 0 1 o,e:; 

4.6A 910 0 3 3.90 

623- 1'790 0 4 5,14 

259 '230 0 I ns 

0.51 0 c 0 o.st 

079 0 0 0 0 79 

257 '230 0 1 2..34 

815 65(1 0 3 5.46 

3.35. "115 0 ' • 12 

0.96 0 0 0 0116 

, 10 0 0 0 110 

11!; 0 0 0 1.15 

103 0 0 0 1.00 

1.95 0 0 0 196 

234 0 0 0 234 

5U 0 0 0 5.28 

<84 0 0 0 a&~ 

1.44 0 c 0 144 

~to 0 0 0 21a 

2.36' 0 0 0 2.28 

278 0 0 0 27G 

317 0 0 0 ~11 

~~_!.XIS 775 c 2 366 

Urben Rural Urban 
R;U1'31 Roal.fW3)1 

LOW\.IVOI Hlgh Level endge rouucost 
Roadway Roa.d'way Roadway Cost Brtdg·e Co$1 801;fgeCost Culverts Cost 

Length (MI.) lengUl (MI.) (Smlll) Cost($mlll) (Smllll (Smill) (Smllt) ($10 111) 

0.00 399 ~000 $31 70 sa_g; ~0 ,00 S0,07 SS5,72 

0 00 14 93 50.00 511853 $22.38 5136.16 :;ooo s2no1 

0.00 325 so.oo s2Sn $1707 SSSS2 $0,29 $112.88 

o.oo 251 sooo 519.95 Sd,66 S I03.64 S007 Sl35.:n 

0,00 1.26 $0.00 $10()2 SU9 sooo $000 Sl4.90 

0.00 0.95 sooo 57,55 S8<'~2 sooo $0,00 S1597 

0 ,00 0.98 sooo $7,51 ~6.00 5000 w ,oo S1387 

0.00 063 so 00 $4,96 .$15£16 $000 sooo $2094 

000 !190 $0.00 530.96 $12.74 sooo 5008 S<l3 78 

0.00 SH woo $4077 S2.41S sooo $000 $64.90 

0,00 2~ 5000 5 ,8.69 S3,3d sooo so.os 52205 

000 0.51 so.oo S< 05 so.oo 50.00 sooo $4.05-

U-00 079 $000 SQ27 sooo sooo so.oo 58:!7 

0.00 JD4 sooo $1856 sa 54 sooo 5012 $22.02 

0.00 5-48 so.oo .S-1$34 $951 sooo so.ta $52.99 

o.oo 3.12 so.oo $24.75 5315 scoo 5019 S280g 

000 098 so.oo 5750 SO.,OO sa.oo 5000 s-7.60 

0.00 , 10 sooo 58,76 sooo sooo sooo S8 71> 

0,00 , 15 sooo S9 13 sooo 5000 SD.T1 S9.25 

000 1 03 so.oo 5<120 sooo sooo so,., $6.31 

12!1 0 69 S1057 ss 49 $0.00 sooo S022 SU!..28 

2.34 0 ,00 $19.71 sooo $0.00 sooo $011 S\9<'2 

2 43 2!12 s;l(J,&! 522.37 sooo 1000 S0.90 558 72 

2 45 236 !0069 $18.68 sooo scoo S019 $3974 

1,44 000 >1215 sooo so.oo $0,00 $0,00 $361.9 

210 000 >1767 sooo SO,OO 50,00 w .oo 517 B7 

238 0.00 $1965 sooo SO. DO so.oo sooo S19.SS 

2.76 coo 523.25 sooo sooo sooo so.oo 52325 

o.oo 3.17 sooo 52512 sooo $000 SD.OO 52512 

Q,OO 366 $000 S30.80 $10.58 so.oo $019 $41.67 
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Total 
Segment Nodes Altemative 

lon;th (FT) 

Segment 31·From node P2to P-1 P2taP.4 14 :1973 
llootlon tar •Jt 14 to turn to an 19 

SCgmenf 3'2 ·From no<Jo P2 to P3 P21nF'3 14 221!2 

Se~ment 33 - From node P1 to P4 Pt to PA 19 = 
::~::~:i:,~:,~:,:~~ ~~~ P1 to?3 19 1487 

SO,gment35 .. From node P3100 P3.,0 14 15012. 

Segment 36-From l"llde P4 ~ 0 P4 1n0 19 14310 

SO,omcnt 37 - Fromnode.O to R Oln R 14,19 6271 

SOgment38 -From node R to Son RIO$ 19 13306 
ali 1~ 
~mcmt 39 ~From node R lOS on l!DM ,. 13883 

119 

tso_grnent 40 ·From f'Od.O 03 w T 03\0 T 15 51306 

~=~~ !!;!:t" rMXI& T 10 U TlnU 15 2aao3 

Se_.gmellt42 • FtQrn fiOOe T to u TtoU 15 2".530 
northom oo*>nl 

Gulf Coast Parkway 
Environmental Screening Tool (EST) Alternative Corridors 

Roadway and Structure Cost Estimate 

Total longth t.owlcvol High t..ovc-1 Number or R;oacswoy 
Brio.,ge length Brfdge length Low level 

(MI.) 
(FT) (FT) Bridge lO"l!UliMI,) 

0.56 m 0 2 0 .14 

04~ 220 () 2 001 

04:> 130 0 I 1l.22 

021! 130 0 1 0 .07 

2.84 255 0 1 2.61 

4 71 130 0 I 2.50 

118 255 0 , 0111. 

2.S2 0 Cl 0 2S2 

2.63- 0 0 0 263 

an 2510 0 ( e' 46 

.t.Sl 410 0 ' 4,24 

4-ll; 000 D I J 15 

Urban Rural Urban 
RUI'31 Roal.fW3)1 

Low Level Hlgh Level endge 
TOUUCOSt Roadway Roa.d'way Roadway Cost Blidr;te CO$t Sfi(fgeCost Culverts Cost 

Length (MI.) lenglll (MI.) ($mill) Cost($mlll) 
(Smlll) ('mill) (Smlll) 

($m ill) 

0.00 014 ~000 $1 · ~ $>10 so.oo so.oo $4 83 

() 00 001 so.oo SIJC61 59.70 SQ.OO $000 $371! 

u.oo 012 10,00 S113 $2.10 $0011 SO.QQ $383 

o.oo O.Gl sooo SOS4 $7.10 sooo sooo 52,63-

0,00 2&1 $0.00 S20.88 $3.&5 SIJQQ sooo $24 33 

0.00 2.50 $000 St981 5210 sooo so 12 $2203 

0 .00 0.94 sooo 57 46 saGS sooo $000 S11 11 

1.37 115 $11.50 S9 15 sooo sooo so 10 $20 75 

122 1.4, $1025 $ 11 u so.oo sooo 5008 S21 49 

000 648 sooo S61~4 $33.0S $000 502.$ StOOEI' 

0.56 368 S470 $2922 5557 $000 $0.00 S39 4g 

056 3.59 ... 70 >28.53 57 92 50.00 S-O t4 5412.9 
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Alternatives 

Bridge N L ength 1FT T-ype 
1 Bll Low lol/ol 
J. iiU Low level 
3 no Low level 
4 t\0 LOW l..:~vol 

5 I loQI'rlevol bndgo HIPh leVel 
6 1200 Lowlovc-1 
7 1250 Low lave! 
8 11?5 Low level 
9 110 LOW itW<ol 

11) J2$ Low lllVOI 
11 20U Low I•Y•ll 
12 230 Low Jovol 
13 71] Low leVol 
14 11J Low level 
15 510 LOW IOV(II 

Alternative 14 

Bridge N Length(FT Type , ao Low 1evo1 
2 60 Low lovol 
3 (lO looiw lsvel 

• 611 Low level 

' 1 "'I tU~ln IPVet bnd96 1 hnn tev.,l 

B 180 Low level 
7 180 I ow revel 
8 ..\...~ Low hlvol 
9 6011 Low level 
10 'Oil I ow level 
11 11(1 Low levul 
12 2:!.(1 Low !~vel 
13 ·16~ Lowl.,.,el 
14 310 Low J9vol 
1~ •srr I bW level 

16 130 I 0Witttf91 

17 2i.i'.i Low I•JV~I 
IH ?Sfi Low 1 ~11':'!1 

Gulf Coast Parkway 
Environmental Screening Tool (EST) Alternative Corridors 

Bridge Lei'\!Jih 

Comment Segnent Bridge No 
Unnamed cree'1 .. on CR 386 1 I 
Wei•PPU t reek 011 C:l1 381} 1 J. 
Unn~me<S creek on CR 386 •I 3 

On CR 386 3 4 

ICWVV on Wetnppo cr•ek 3 
Tnbuklrv to Hor~cshoo crwk 3 h 

Horoc.osnot:l trot::.:k 8 
f nbuttuv lo Ho1 5~1 11J€ t.:fe-ak 10 6 

lllUe Sandv (r.;o(l'< 10 7 
Tmutarv 10 8 
1.-but•ll'- 10 9 

&lndV CIDO~ on SR 2 2 14 10 
OliVo~ cfttc,j .. on SR 22 15 ,, 
Q INerb Cl8fik 011 Sl? :lJ. 15 12 

6oQQy,ruek 15 13 
14 
15 
IS 

LvA 
Comment Segment 

IJI1nBfTWd' qec-1\ on CR 386 'I 
Wot..ppo orook on CR 3S6 'I 
Unnarned qeW< on CR 386 1 

OnCR300 4 
Cruwr'g ICW# 2lJr11'*-1 0 11ly Srldg• No 
t1U\Id I $!'Jan on first ¢rQS~1ng ol 1 
LY..ino CR 386 fctr othor span} 

l nbuwrv to HursosiM• Q'oek 4 2 
Tributa:y lo llors .. hoe creek n 

H or~.Y.tashoe- ct~l\ 5 3 
ltlUe SUI!dY t'l eek 9 4 
Llltie Sandy r.reok 9 £, 

LltUe Sandy c.mGk 9 6 
Sanov Creeh 0 11 Sr<l. 22 11 1 

Tnblllary 30 
Tmut•rv l(l 
i liHJim y ~? 

Tnblllary 1>2 
Tnbut.ar~ l5 Bridge No 
l1bUilirv J1 1 

2 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
a 
9 

Note1: Whefl a bnelge ~ppear5 on 2 segmlltlts, Onlf one seameiY .:ames the bndgewlth its maJonty brrctge sect1.on in that segment 

Note2! l ength ot Approach is calculated as: 2466' Fil -and MSE 'K.1IL•07• ' concrete bea:m. and 1!10' st.t struc:tunr<1t6S' cleor.ance. 

Alternative 16 

Length 1FT) 
Gl) 

w 
(I() 

00 

I 'lnO 112 hl(lh l""el 
Olldgo 

180 
\80 
ass 
80U 
200 
110 
IIU 
400 
1600 
400 
4 10 
60D 

Alternative 17 

Length FT 
~0 

910() 

200 
580 
n30 
340 
215 

Alternative 19 

length (FT) 
00 

91110 

200 
GBO 
n3o 
340 
'130 
130 
255 

2488' Fill and IYBE lr.'.l l is the co-st otthe approach tor the n~srn level c i'OUUlg, ®74' concrete~ ltO I' IlighieV~ bndge crossltlA), a nc 160' steel strucrureat815' <:leM.ance; 

Type Comment Segment 
LCM' lovol Unnamed crook ~Jn C R 386 1 
Low lovol W-cl~Pt• creek 0,1 CR386 1 
Low love! Uf'ln;,med creel;< on CR 386 I 

LCNIICNC<I OnCF<3$v 4 

Cro$SII"J Jt:WW'J.lune.s. cnly 
llhfh l ~vi;! l build 1 span on~ t..T.ossing A 

usrroo Cll38ij lor ot1oersoo111 
low lwei I ttbul&ry to HOllieS hoe c:uHik ~ 

LOW hWC<I Tl1butarv to Hor.:.osho<t- croc-k ~ 

Low love< Hl)f(!':o(!ShC•O'~ 5 
Lowl.v&l L1Uie san~v creok 9 
lowlov•'l Lttth) Sandv cro.ek 9 
Lovilovoi L1rtlo Sandy crock 9 
Luwlovo1 rntJul1jrv 41) 

Lowlovc<l 'Trlboi,'"V 41J 
Low lovol Trlbol~ry 40 
Low IOV&I rnllul"'v 40 
lOWiovoi Tnbutarv Southe-rn option 41 
LOV/Io~ol Tnbutary Northom opbon ) 41 

Type Comment Segrne nt 
LOW 1&\1&1 on CR.JB.fi 2. 

Cr~·!.~lnq EaM Bay, b\.11 u~ing ltJW 
Hi~ lr:+IJOI IW~tllmdgi:J t!JJ!)rutlcl I II I CUSl 1 

LoWI<'Jol Tribotery 2 
Low lovsl Flood h:JIIll:lfsa 2 
1 ow l91191 Tributary ? 
Low love< Triblllary to East Boy 2 
LOI'IIOYol Cuslion C1eek 16 

Type Comment Segment 
16vil~e-J On CR38ti ? 

Crca$~109 East Bey, but us1ng tow 
lllflh l•vel lov(ll nridgo approach'" co<;t ' 
I CJW lev&! Tributary 2 
LowVIc-vol rlcoodpioJIO.Jt"C.) 2 
lOVI Ievel Tributary 2 
Low levol Tnbulary to East Bay 2 
LoWiovOI Tribulery 33 
I M l9VBI TrlhuiJ!ry .~6 

LC.YI IC!VC•I flibolarv 37 



  

 

Segment Total Residential Business 
No. Parcels Relocations Relocations Total RIW Cost 

1 55 10 1 $ 25,084,700 
2 56 4 1 $ 39,523,100 
3 19 0 0 $ 7,219,500 
4 31 0 0 $ 15,802,200 
5 6 0 0 $ 1,042,100 
6 2 0 0 $ 366,400 
7 5 0 0 $ 1,044,200 
8 4 0 0 $ 760,900 
9 7 0 0 $ 157,500 

10 13 0 0 $ 641,100 
11 5 0 0 $ 112,500 
12 1 0 0 $ 22,500 
13 1 0 0 $ 22,500 
14 5 0 0 $ 112,500 
15 14 0 0 $ 656,400 
16 6 0 0 $ 571,900 
17 3 0 0 $ 888,300 
18 2 0 0 $ 1,139,000 
19 2 0 0 $ 1,380,100 
20 3 0 0 $ 1,123,100 
21 4 0 0 $ 122,800 
22 4 0 0 $ 122,800 
23 9 0 0 $ 1,933,500 
24 10 0 0 $ 3,676,800 

25 20 25 0 $ 45,839,600 

26 6 0 0 $ 830,100 
27 5 0 0 $ 934,000 
28 18 0 1 $ 23,623,800 
29 4 0 0 $ 2,067,600 
30 7 0 0 $ 2,802,100 
31 3 0 0 $ 1,808,500 
32 2 0 0 $ 1,021,000 
33 1 0 0 $ 654,800 
34 2 0 0 $ 1,021,400 
35 8 0 0 $ 6, 186,900 
36 5 0 0 $ 6,191,600 
37 1 0 0 $ 2,682,200 
38 8 0 0 $ 8,870,900 
39 5 0 0 $ 5,026,600 
40 10 0 0 $ 8,952,000 
41 10 1 0 $ 12,855,900 
42 12 2 0 $ 12,844,800 
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Exhibit A 

WQIE CHECK LIST 

Project Name: Gulf Coast Parkway 

County: Bay and Gulf 

FIN (Financial Number): 410981-2-28-01 

Federal Aid Project No: N/ A 

Short project description: The proposed Gulf Coast Parkway is a new roadway that 

would connect US 98 in Gulf County to US 231 in Bay Cowtty. The roadway would be 

located on both new and existing road alignments within a 168 to 250 foot wide right-of­

way. The extra right-of-way width will allow for expansion oftbe road to a four lane. 

divided roadway. when traffic demand warrants. In the rural areas of the right-of-way 

width will accommodate the constuction on a 12 foot wide multi-use trail. ln the urban 

areas a curb and gutter section with bike lanes aJtld paved sidewalks will be constrUcted. 

PART 1: DETERMINATION OF WQIE: SCOPE 

[gl Does project increase impervious surface area? [g) Yes 0 No 

~ Does project alter the drainage system? ~Yes 0 No 

If the answer to both questions is no, complete the WQIE by checking Box A in Part 4. 

[8J Do environmental regulatory requirements apply> [8JYes 0 No 

PARTl: PROJECT CHARACTERJSTJ(CS 

20-year design ADT: Ranges from 1200 to 53111 depending on alternative 

Expected speed limit : 65 milhr 

Drainage area: Total Project area ranges depending on alternative: 

661-1168 acres 60% Impervious 40% Pervious 

Land Use: ~% Residential ~ % Commercial __ % Industrial 

62 o/o Agricultl~ral dl% Wetlands __ o/o Other Natural 

Potential large sources of pollution (identify): __ _ 

There were 19 potential pollutant sources identified near the project. Of the 19, only 7 

were within 500 feet of any of the 5 proposed alternatives. These sites were given a risk 

ranking. These rankings are No, Low, Medium and High. Of the 7 near our project 5 

sites were ranked low. 1 site was ranked mediurn and one site was ranked low. 
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Groundwater receptor (name of aquifer or N/ A): Sufacial Aquifer. Intermediate System 

and the Florida Aquifer 

[8l Desjgnated well head protection area? [8') Yes 0 No Name: __ 

~ Sole source aquifer 0 Yes ~No Name; 
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WQlE CHECK LIST (Contd.) 

Groundwater recharge mechanism: 

Infiltration 

(Notify District Drainage Engineer if karst conditions expected) 

Surface water receptor (name or N/ A): East Bav. Deer Point Lake. Bayou George Creek 

and Callaway Creek 

Classification 0 I ~ II t8J Ill 0 IV 0 V 

Special designation (check all that apply): 

0 ONRW 0 OFW t8)Aquatic Preserve 0 Wild & Scenic River 

0 Special Water [81 SWIM Area ~ Local Comp Plan 0 MS4 Area 

0 Other (specify): __ 

Conceptual storm water conveyances & system {check all that apply): 

[8J Swales [8J Curb and Gutter [81 Scuppers [8J Pipe 0 French Drains 

18) Retention I Detention Ponds 0 Other __ _ 

PARTJ: ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS 

Regulatory Agency Reference citation fo r Most stringent criteria 
(Check all tbat apply) Regulatory criteria (a ttach (check a ll that apply) 

Copy of pertinent p ages) 

USEPA [] 
FDEP r 1 
WMD 

~ 
I8 '-

(Specify) 

OTHER u D 
(Specify) 0 
Proceed to Part 4 and check Box C. 
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PART4: WQIE DOCUMENTATION 

0 Water quality is not an issue. 

0 No regulatory requirements apply to water quali ty issues 
(Document by checking the "none" box for water quality in Section 6.C.3 
of the Environmental DeterminatiOJr F<Jnn or Section S.C.3 of the SEIR. 

1:81 Regulatory requirements apply to water quality issues. Water quality issues will 
be mitigated through compliance with the quantity design requirements placed by 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection, an authorized regulatory 

agency. 
(Document by checking the "none" box for water quality in section 6.C.3. of the 
Environmental Detennination Form or Section 5.C.3 of the SEIR. 

EvaluatOI' Natne (print): Ama.oda,. St.('\'"0.... 
Office: ___ _ 
Signature: Date: \ \ \ \ \ \ () 

~~ 



  

Appendix L 

Coastal Zone Consistency Letter 

 



 L-1 

 

 



 L-2 

 

 



 L-3 

 

 



 L-4 

 

 



 L-5 

 

 

 

 



 L-6 

 

 

 

 



 L-7 

 

 

 



  

Appendix M 

Notice of Intent to Prepare an  

Environmental Impact Statement 



 M-1 

 

 

(4910-22] 

DEPARTMENT Of TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

ENVIRONMENTAL 1MPACT STATEMENT: GULF and BAY COUNTIES, 
PLOIUDA 

AGENCY: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), USDOT. 

ACTION: Notice oflntent. 

SUMMARY: Tite FIIWA is issuing this notice to advise the public tlun au coviromucntal 
impa~:t stat<:menl ( l~lS) \\ill he prepared for a pToposcd highway projc~:t in Gulr and Bay 
Counties. Florida. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: George Hadley. EnYironmeo1a1 
Programs Coordinator, Federal Ilighwa~' Administrat ion. 545 Jobu Knox Road. Suite 
200. Tallahassee. Florida 32303. Telephone: (850) 942-9650. 

SUPPLEMENTARY ~FOR.v1ATIO. : llte FIIW . .\, in coo~ration with the florida 
Departm<:ut of Transportation. will prepare an EIS for :1 proposal to provide a n<'w 
highway. known as the Gulf Coast Parkway. i.u the region::~! trausportatiou network in 
Gulf and Bny Counties, Florida. l11e proposed improvements would cotmect l"S 98 at 
CR 386 in Gulf County with US 98 (Tyndall Parkway) in Spriog.tield and US 23 1 in 
Bay County, nortu of Panama City, utiliziog a combination of I}Xisting roadway 
tacilities and new roadway alignments. TI1e distance of the proposed improvement is 
approximately 35 miles. The proposed highway would improve mobility and manage 
future tranic demand by providing additional infra.~truclurc within the regional 
transpot1ation network serviug Bay and Gulf Counties. The proposed improvements 
would support economic development in Gulf County. l11e proposed highway would 
cnhtuwe regional connections to int<Jm1odal hubs (airports, sl.laports. and the intem1odal 
distribution center). would provide an altenwte route to US 98 through the Tyndall Air 
Force Ba~e Reservation for national security purposes, and would he an additional route 
for lmn·icaue evacuatjou. 

Alternatives nuder couside1·ation include 1) taking no action. and 2) 4-Jane roadway 
alternatives on a combination of existing and new alignment<>. 

Letters describing tbe proposed action and soliciting comments wiiJ be semi to appropriate 
Federal, Stale. and local agencies, and to priv-.tte orgru1izations and citizens who have 
previously expressed interest in this proposal. A series of public meetings will be held in 
Gulf and Bay Counties between September 2007 and December of 2008. In addition. a 
public bearing will be held. Public notice wil) be given of the time and place of the 
meetings and hearing. The draft EIS will be made available for public and ageucy review 
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and comment A fonunl scoping m<!eting is pi4\11Jled in the project vicinity during the fall 
of2007. 

To ensure that the thll nmge of issues related to the proposed nett on are nddressed and all 
signifi cant issul!s identified. comments and suggestions liN invited from all interested 
parties. CottUllcnts or qu<!stions concerning this proposed action and the EIS should be 
directed to the PI IWA at the address provided above, 

(Catalog of 1'\)dcral Domestic Assistance Prognun Number 20.205. llighwny Rcsenrch, 
Planning and Construction. "111e regulations implementing Executive Order I 2372 
regarding intergovemmental consultation on Federal progrnm~ and nctivitics apply to this 
program.) 

Issued on: October . 2007. 

George Hadley 
Environmentnl Programs Coordinator 
Tallahassee. Florida 
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61Y46 Federal Register /Vel. 72. No. 211/Thursday. Novombor 1. 2007/Notices 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement; Gulf 
and Bay Counties, Aorlda 

AGENCY: [lc.dcra l Highway 
Administ·r~Lion (I'HWA). USOOT. 
ACTION: Not ice of intant. 

SUMMARY: Th<>FHWA is issuing I lois 
notice to advise the pubHc th11t an 
cmlirohl1lentaJ impactstoteru e ut (E IS) 
will he prepared for a proposed highway 
project in {~ulf • ncl B•y Ccmnt ias. 
!"lorida. 

FOR fURTHER INFORMAllON CONTACT: Mr. 
Ct1orge llu..Jiey, Environrn~uLUl Progt;uns 
CoordioulOr. Fed eru.l Higbwuy 
Adrninislrolion. 5~5 John Kuox Root.l, 
Suita 200. 'rallahASse!!. Florida 32303. 
'I'P-Iaphone: (BfiO) ""2- 9650. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 'fha 
FHW A. in cooperation with the Florid~ 
Oeparlm en l of 1'ransportation. wlll 
prepare an EIS for a proposal to provide 
11 new highway. kn(lwn JIS th!! (.;ulf Co~st 
Parkwny, in Ute reg iouallraHsporlulion 
uotwork in Gulf und Oay Cottulies. 
Florid~. Tbe provosed imvrovamtmls 
would GOUUt.<dl U.S. 98 al CR 386 in Gtllf 
County w ith U.S. 118 (Tynclall Pa~kway) 
in Springfieln an(! U.S. 23 '1 in flay 
County, north of Pa.na11Ja City, utilir.ing 
a combioa.tion ofeA'Isting roadway 
facilil'ies and new r<:>8dwaydligome nts. 
Tlw iliSLuuce oJ'tbo proposutl 
irnp:t·oveoi.eot is AppJ·ox:irulltely 35 miles. 
The )lJ'Oposed b ighwa y would i ru prove 
mobility and manage futurt> b·llffic 
deml\Ilc:l by providing ~ddil.ional 
in frdsl mclure Willoio Lhe ,...gionul 
I ru n ~porl& lion nPIWurlt serving lltiy und 
GulfCounlia~. The pmposecl 
improvements woulJ :mpporl economic 
davclovmoot in CulfCounlv. The 
proposed highway would enhance 
rf!gional r.onnP.r.tion~ lo intermorlnl huhs 
(Airports. SP.Rports a no the intermorlal 
cl istri bulion r.ent.P.r). wonln provirle en 
altoruute route to U.S. OS throug h Lhe 
Tyndall AiJ' f'oroe BaseRcservuliou for 
uuliouul so~;udly pu.rpuo;es. and woulu 
U!l Qll at.lLli liOnaJroute for llllrrioo ua 
evacuation. 

i\lrernal iv11s u ncler consicieral ion 
incl ucla (1) tnking no acl'ion , ancl (2) 4-
lanfl roarlway a ltattHll ives on a 
comblnation' of existing ann new 
alignme nts. Letters descriuing tb(• 
J.lropo~ed ac.:liou and soliciliug 
comments will be sent to appropriate 
F~Jdcra l. Stale. and local agencies. and to 
private org!Ulizatious anti citizens w ho 
bave pre,riously expressed interest In 
lh is propos~l. A series ~,r p ublic 
mealings wi ll be lwl rl in Gul l' a n<) )Jay 
Counl iBS betwe .. u Septembe r 2007 ancl 

December of 2008. In addhloo . a p ubltc 
heao·ing wil l be held. Pnhlic ootice will 
be given of the t ime and place of the 
111eatings onrl heariug. T ltfl clmlt filS will 
he mad~ •vai)ah)e for pllhlic: b U d •ge1u.:y 
review and comment. A forma.! seeping 
meeting is plannP.d in the projP.ol 
vir.ini ty dnrfng ihe fall of2007. 

To eJJs u ro Lh&l a full ra.nga of iss ues 
rc.J&ted to the vruposctl action urt> 
adthtlssed and aiJ significant issues 
\clenlifl~d . conHri<HII" anc;l suggesliqns 
at<t tuvilad from a ll intert~slecl par1i""' 
CoiUwouls or question~ coJtceruiog th i;; 
proposed action and lhe ElS should l!e 
uirec tad lo lbe FliWA al llw udtl ross 
provi tletl abovo. 

(r"'t>log of l'edoral Oomosl ic; A~sistanoe 
Prognu.u. Nwnbet 20.205, I ugh way l{.,;eru·cb.. 
Plrullliug ;wd Cousu·uct.jon. l'lte rogulaL.tous 
impl&rnenting F!xecl.ll ivs Orrler '12312 
regading i.ntef~veJnnlantrllconslllLalion on 
l'edcrru progrMJS nnrl ~r.Hv Iiles apply rq thl~ 
ptogo"'m.) 

l~suatl ou~ O<;tobor 2~, 2007, 
Georg~ 11. I lndlcy, 
hJwUvJunoltla1Prvp,ra11r:,; L!:>Qtd.IJtalf)!', 
Tnlloho;<e•>, FloridtJ., 
(PR Doc. F.7-Z'l508 Filori1~1-Q7: II:~;; •ml 

DEPARTMENT OFTRANSPORTAnON 

Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration 

sunshine Act Meetings; Unified Carrlet 
Registration Plan Board of Directors 

AGENCY: Federul Motor Gnrrier Sa lei'{ 
i\d m ini~lrulion (FMCSA), DOT. . 

TIME AND DATE: Ducombe r G. 2007. 11 
u.ro. lo 2 p.m .. Eastern Duyligbl Ti.me. 

PLACE: These meetings will t11k~ place 
le l~ rhonjmlly. Any intarested person 
lJ18Y c:al l rvrr. A.velhlo Gutiene7 AI (~05) 
827-4565 to receive tb ~ toll frea 
ou mbers and PMS codes neeile(l to 
l'a rl.icipate in t hese meelinS" ()y 
leiJ;Jphona. 

STATUS; Oven 'lo Ute pul!lk 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: The Unifieci 
CarriP.r Regislrt~lion Plnn Roarrl of 
Uireclors. (the Roarrl) wil l ~onl in ue i t:1 
work in neve loping en<i implementing 
I he Unifien Carrier Registration Plan 
and Agreement and to thai encl. may 
conside r me1ters prope rl y befclre I ha 
Buarrl. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATIOO CONTACT: Mr. 
Av~<lill~> Gutiarre1., Chai r, Un ified 
CHtrl~ r RegistraJiC)n IlolHtl of Dlrecloro al 
(S05) 827-45G5. 

Dau~d~ October ~6. ~007, 
Willillll1 A. Quade. 
A.-ocialil i \ dznillislralor foe E'lljorr:ertot~nl am/ 
Pm8T(Im Dcllverv. 
WR lJO<:. 07- 54G3 FUod 'lO 30 07:3;42 pml 
BIWNG CODE ,1110-E)(-P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Notice and Request for Comment~> 

SUMMARY: l.n uompliMCll with lhB 
Papcrwurk Rcducliou Act of 1995 ( 44 
U.S.C. 3501 el ~eq.), this no1ioe 
11n nonnc<*> thai. the lnforma1ion 
Collection Rcquiremt~ut (ICR) ~bslructetl 
below has beeJJ l'orwardetlto tlHJ Oll.Tae 
of Management an<l Budget (OMRJ for 
review ana commenl . The JC R rlescribe,~ 
Lhc n<i luro of the iuformo lion collnction 
imd ils u.xpecl!ld bunlen. Tltt~ .FcdcJ·uJ 
Regi.slcr noline with a. 60-day comment 
period solir.i1ing r.omments on the 
lollow i.ng colleulion oftn1brmulion was 
publlshatl ou August 23. 2007l72 f'R 
483 15). 

DATES: Commt<n l ~ mnsl be.submiiiHd on 
or before December 3, ZUU7. 
FOR fURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT; Mr. 
Roborl Broguu . Oll1uo of Safety. 
PJ.m niug aud Evaluation Division. RRS-
2 t, Federal Kaihoad Adm iniso·alion. 
l t20 V~rmont A.vP.., NW, Mail Stop 25, 
Wasltiugtun. DC Z0590 (telephong: (20:?.) 
-tll3-!iZ92.). or Ms . Giua Christodoulou , 
Office ofSuppo;l Systems Stat'f. RAb-
43. Federal RailrO<ld Aclminislralion. 
1120 Vermoul Ave .. NW .. Mall Stop 35. 
Waslt ingtou, DC 20 5110 (telephone; (202) 
493- 6 '139)_ (These telephone numbers 
are not toll -free.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORM A liON: 'l'he 
Paperwork Reduction Ac::l o[ 1995 
(PRA). Public Luw 104- 13, Suction 2. 
109 Stat. 163 (1 9.95) (eod ified as revised 
at 44. U.S.C. 3!i01-3520). and its 
imple menting regnlMions. fi CFK l'a t1 
1 320 . rel)u ira Faderr\l agenr.ies to i~sue 
LWO UOUCGS seekiug !JUUJic C:OillUleUl 011 

iuformuliou colleuliou uctiv ities before 
OMB may approve paperwork. pac kages 
44 U.S. C. 3506. 3507: 5 CFR 1320,5 . . 
1320.B(d)(1). 1320.l2. 011 August 23. 
2007, FRA published a 60-clay nolir.e in 
the l'eclero.l Register solidting commemt 
on !C:Rs tha1 the agetl CY was seeking 
OMn ~pprov~l. 72 PR 483 '15. PRA 
receivecl lwo c.:nm ln tmts ~tO er issuiug 
this notice. 

'!1b.e first comment was submitted by 
Dona ld M. Hahs, National President. on 
bebalf of tl1e Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers an.d Tra inmen !BLET), w ho 
P.>Cp rHSSHtl Whole hR(IflBU :;~npport ror lite 
!"O('ose.d sl url y. The Ol..I<:T is a Div ision 
ofthe R~il Confer'""'" C)flh" 
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GULF COAST! PARKWAY ~. 
PUBLIC OPINION SURVEY ~ 

August 2008 www.gulfcoastpairkway.com FPID No.: 410981· 1·22-01 

The Florida Department of Transportation (FOOT) is conducting a Projetct Development & Environment (PO& E) Study tor a proposed new 
roadway (the GuH Coast Parkway) that would connect US 98 in GuH Co1~nty with US 231 and US 98 (Tyndall Parkway) in Bay County. To 
ensure that FOOT understands your concerns, please complete the tolla1wing survey. Providing information through this survey does not 
repreunt your endorsement of the project. All surveys must be mailedl by August 31 , 2008. Thank you for your participation. 

To ensure the validity of this survey please provide your name andl address below. This contact information will only be used 
by project staff to update our project mailing list. 
Name: Address: 
City: State: Zip Code: _____ _ 

E-mail (optional): 

PLEASE PRINT OR CIRCLE t'OUR RESPONSE 

In which county do you live: Gulf Bay Othet: 

How far do you commute to work (one-way)? 1-20 mi/88 21-30 miles 30+ miles 

How far do you commute to shopping? t-20mlf/es 21-30 miles 30+ miles 

On average, how often each month do you travel to Gulf I Bay County? 
Less than 5-10 10+ 

5 trips ttips trips 

Would you travel to Gulf I Bay County more often if there was a More direct route? Yes No 

If you own a business, do you think the proposed project would be good or bad for your business? 

Good for my business Bad fot my busl'ness Don't know 

If you traveled any of the alternative corridors north from US 98 . . 
to US 231 , where would you most likely be headed? To Panama City North of Panama City Other 

Overall, are you in favor of this project? Yes No Undecided 

From the list below, circle your three most important issues regarding the project. 

Roadway Congestion Economic Improvement Construction Schedule 
Traffic Noise Waterway Navigatlion Opportunities for Input on the Project 
Roadway Safety Wetlands Project Costs 
Hurricane I Emergency Environment Other (please specify): 
Potential Bridges Wildlife and Habit:at 
Residential I Business Relocations Induced Growth 

How would you prefer to get information on the Gulf Coast Parkway PD&E Study in the future? 
Public Meetings Mailings and NewsleHers Small Group Meetings 

Talking directly with a Project Team Member Web Page (www.gulfcoastparkway.com) 

Please choose your top 3 alternative corridors: 

7 8 9 10 11 12 13 1•1 15 16 17 18 None 

Why do you consider these 3 corridors the best choices? 

Thank y•e»u! 
Please fold your survey on the dotted line on the back, se211 with the enclosed sticker, and place in the mail. 
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GULF COAST' PARKWAY ~ 
PUBLIC OPINION SURVEY ~ 

October 2009 www.gulfcoastpairkway.com FPID No.: 410981·1·22·01 

The Florida Department of Transportation (FOOT) is conducting a Proje1ct Development & Environment (PD&E) Study for a proposed new 
roadway (the Gulf Coast Parkway) that would connect US 98 in Gulf Co1~nty with US 231 and US 98 (Tyndall Parkway) in Bay County. To 
ensure that FOOT obtains your input, please complete the followin!l survey. Providing information through this survey does not 
repreunt your endorsement of the project. All surveys must be mailedl by November 16, 2009. Thank you for your participation .. 

To ensure the validity of this survey, please provide your name and address below. This contact information will only be 
used by project staff to update our project mailing list. 

Name: Address: 
City: State: Zip Code: _ ____ _ 

E-mail (optional): 

PLEASE PRINT OR CIRCLE l'OUR RESPONSE 

In which county is your business or residence located? GuJif Bay Calhoun Other: 

Do you believe this project will induce growth in the area? Yes No Don't Know 

Do you believe growth in the area will: Be el benefit Not be a benefit Undecided 

If you own a business, do you think the proposed project would be good or bad for your business? 
Good for my business Bad for my busiuess Don't know 

From the list below, circle the three greatest benefits 
regarding the project. 

From the list below, circle the three greatest impacts 
regarding the project. 

Economic Improvement Decreased Congestion Increased Congestion Project Costs 
Roadway Safety Better Connectivity Roadway Safety Waterway Navigation 

Hurricane I Emergency Tyndall Bypass Property Relocations Wetlands 
Induced Growth Improved Travel Time Induced Growth Wildlife and Habitat 

Potential Bridges Other Environmental 

Other (please specify): (]lther (please specify): 

Of the benefits and impacts you indicated above, which do you believe? 

The benefits outweigh the impacts The impads outweigh the benefits Undecided 

If you traveled any of the alternative alignments north from US 98, which direction would you most frequently travel? 
To us 231 To Tyndall Pa1rkway (US 98) 

If you continue to US 231 , which alternative alignment do you bE:Iieve is the best for this area? 
8 14 15 17 19 

If you continue west to Tyndall Parkway (US 98), which alternat~ve alignment do you believe is the best for this area? 
8 14 15 17 19 

Please choose your top 2 alternative alignments: 8 14 15 17 19 None 

Why do you consider these 2 alternative alignments the best cho,ices? 

Overall, are you in favor of this project? Yes No Undecided 

Thank Y•~u! 
Please submit your completed surve!r to a meeting staff member. 
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CONSULTANT: 

-~" SOUf iii!IIS1'1!1\n 1\KCJIAroi,OOIC/\Lr .l) a ~ Pf:..l .. ll 

TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM 

MARITIME ARCHAEOLOGY DESKTOP ANALYSIS 

GULF COAST PARKWAY 

BAY, GULF, AND CALHOUN COUNTIES, FLORIDA 

Southeastern Archaeological Research, Inc. 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: 
428 E. Government Street, Pensacola, FL 32502 
Andrew Roberts, MA, RPA 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT NO.: 
CLIENT: 
DATE: 

410981-1 
Florida Department of Transportation, District 3 
November 2012 

In October 2012, Southeastern Archaeological Research, Inc. (SEARCH) completed a maritime 

archaeology desktop evaluation in support of the alternatives analysis for the Gulf Coast 
Parkway Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study in Bay, Gulf, and Calhoun 
Counties, Florida (Figure 1). The project area consists of five alternative routes (Alternatives) 
for a proposed new highway that will connect US 98 in Gulf County and US 231 in Bay County. 

The Area of Potential Effect (APE) defines the area within which any visual, audible, and 
atmospheric effects that the proposed construction project may have to historic properties will 
be considered. The APE defined for this project is an approximately 304.8-meter (1,000-foot) 
buffer centered on each crossing over a perennial water body. 

SEARCH conducted the maritime study on behalf of the Florida Department of Transportation 
(FOOT), District 3, in order to identify any submerged cu It ural resources that are listed, or may 
be eligible for listing, in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The Florida Master Site 
File (FMSF) database was reviewed for any previous surveys or previously recorded resources. 
In addition, SEARCH conducted a review of in-house databases relative to potential submerged 

cultural resources within the APE. The databases reviewed include: 

• The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Automated Wreck and 
Obstruction Information System (AWOIS); 

• NOAA's Electronic Navigational Charts (ENC); 
• 2006 NOAA Aids to Navigations (NavAids) and the 2007 US Coast Guard (USCG) Hazards 

to Navigation database; and 

• The Global Maritime Wrecks Database (GMWD). 

After completing the database review, SEARCH developed a predictive model based on 
archaeological, navigational, and other relevant data. Each Alternative was analyzed for its 
overall potential to contain submerged cultural resources. Recommendations are based on 
both the background research and the predictive model. 

1 
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November 2012 
Draft Report 

Alignment 8 

Alignment 14 

Alignment 15 

Alignment 17 

Alignment 19 

--
- -

= Gulf Coast Parkway Alternative Alignments 
(see color segment key above) 

Southeastern Archaeological Research Inc. 
Marmme Archaeology Desktop Analysis, Gulf Coast ParioNay 

0 2.5 7.5 ····===:1111••111 Miles •••.:==::J Kilometers 
N 

A Southeastern Archaeological Research. Inc. 

Figure 1. Project area location including the five Alternatives. 
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SouthNsttrn Arcl>orologi<>ill R•uorch, btt:. 
Morlttm• AJChc•o!ogy Doskl"f' Anc.o/su, GJ/f Cocst Parkway 

PROJECT ENVIRONMENT 

Nw•mb• r 20U 
Draft Report 

The proposed Gulf Coast Parkway Project Is located In southeastern Bay County, northwestern 
Gulf County, and southwestern Calhoun County, just southeast ofthe Panama City limits. land 
use within the overall project area is primarily related to agriculture, with sc:attered residential 

developments. Water bodies within the project area consist mainly of small perennial 
drainages, though a portion of the East Bay is also included. 

HISTORIC CONTEXT 

This historic context is intended to provide a general overview of the history of the multi­
county region (Bay, Gulf, and Calhoun Counties) in which the Gulf Coast Parkway project area is 

located. The first Europeans to make contact along the northern Gulf Coast included Spain 
during the early sixteenth century. The Spanish claimed present-day Florida and much of the 

southeast for Spain; however, no permanent settlements were established in the area. Instead, 
the Spanish focused colonization efforts at what is now St. Augustine and Pensacola. 

Other Europeans challenged Spain's claim to Rorida during the seventeenth and eighteenth 
centuries. In 1717, the French established a small fort a t a site that historians believe was 

located at Mexico Beach in coastal Bay County or Port St. Joe in Gulf County (Hutchinson n.d.). 
Dubbed Fort Crevecoeur, the establishment of this fort angered the Spanish. However, not 
long after the fort was established, the French chose to abandon the position and instead focus 
on the Mississippi coastal region. 

By the mid-eighteenth century, Great Britain proved to be the strongest force in the region. 
The British acquired Florida in 1763 and began to carefully map extensive sections of the Gulf 

Coast region (Ware 1982:14). In 1766, Florida's west coast was surveyed from Pensacola to 
Cape San Bias, including St. Andrews Bay, which lies to the east and the south of the current 
project area. The cartographer George Gauld considered the extensive harbor of St. Andrews 

Bay to be of limited importance to the British Navy because of its sandbars and narrow 
channels (Ware 1982:64). Regardless, British settlers are believed to have found the a rea 
useful. Between 1780 and 1783, the British reportedly built a settlement in what is now Bay 

County at a town called Wells, although some historians dispute this claim (Womack 1994). 
Wells is thought to have been located where Panama City is today. 

Spain regained the Florida territory in 1783 and held it until 1821, but established no 

settlement in the area. The panhandle, with the exception of the Pensacola area, was not 
economically developed until after it became an American territory in 1821. The first towns of 
Bay Head, Econfina, and Old Town (St. Andrews) were founded in the 1820s. When Florida 

became an American territory, this area was part of Escambia County. Through the nineteenth 
and early twentieth centuries, the state legislature approved the creation of new counties that 
included the project area: Jackson (1822), Washington (1825), and Bay (1913). 
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John Lee William~. a Pensacola lawyer who wrote about the Florida Territory in the 1820s, 

described the area. Nit is a misshapen tract of worthless land, i n general," he wrote. HThis 

county acknowledges no civil authorities, nor laws. It owes its origin to political quackery 

alone." Williams provided exception to his "worthless land" view, including a "few hammocks 

on St. Andrew's bay, the south edges of Oak and Hickory hills, a part of Holme~ valley, and the 
borders of Econfina river" (Williams 1976:86 [1827)). 

Early nineteenth-century industries in the panhandle of Florida included indigo, naval stores, 

fishing, and salt making. Timber mill ing was the major industry in the Bay County area after the 

first sawmill was built on Watson Bayou, west of Panama City, in 1836. This led to the growth 

of a community called Millville (Womack 1994). Fishermen were active on St. Andrews Bay and 
Easy Bay throughout the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. 

By the Civil War (1861-1865), the region remained a sparsely populated wilderness (State of 

Florida 1945:10). The main settlements, including Vernon (founded In the 1850s), were located 

primarily inland. Much of panhandle Florida, including what Is now Bay County and its 

neighboring counties, became a haven to Confederate deserters, who could pass unnoticed 

through the backwoods (Johns 1963:161). Sometimes the deserters joined forces, becoming 

armed groups that disrupted the Union Army's postal service, destroyed railroad t restles, 

burned bridges, and cut telegraph lines (Johns 1963:164). 

Umon Brigadier General Alexander Asboth reported on an expedition through the area in 

September 1864 (US War Department 1891:443-445). Asboth, along with 700 men, marched 

from Pensacola to Marianna. Along the way, Asboth destroyed Douglass Ferry on the 
Choct.1whotchee River. After defeoting the Confeder;:,te$ ot Morlonno, the Union troops 

returned through the area, sacking the small inland towns of Orange Hill and Vernon (Askew 

1967). 

The area remained rural in the post-Civil War era, although there were notable advancements 

in the period, including the establishment of 12 schools in the area. Constructed through the 

county in 1882, the Pensacola and Atlantic Railroad provided transportation to the central part 

of the county. The Choctawhatchee River provided the primary transportation for agricultural, 

timber, and naval resources prior to the railroad's arrival. To a lesser degree, this maritime 

traffic plied the waters of Easy Bay (Lanier 1973:150 [1875]; Webb 1885:114). Beeswax and 

honey were also produced. The county's farmers began experimenting In sheep farming. land 

in the county ranged from $1 to $10 an acre, and the average farmer paid $5 to $10 an acre to 

have the property cleared. Two water-powered and three steam-powered sawmills operated 

In the area (Robimon 1882:186). 

Wanton Webb, a promoter of Florida settlement, stated that area residents at the time were 

"noted for their hospitality, and will extend a hearty welcome t o all strangers, irrespective of 

political opinion, who come to seek homes and who are honest and industrious" (Webb 

1885:114). The primary communities during the 1880s were Caryville, with a population of SO; 

Chipley, with a population of 300; Miller's Ferry, with a population of SO; and Vernon, for which 
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Webb provided no population data {Webb 1885:114). The primary export!> by the 1880s were 
cotton, timber, and cattle (Norton 1892:101). 

The timber indus1ry flourished in the 1880s when railroads began to reach the region. Water 

transport of timber thereby became less common. The St. Andrews lumber Company 
reestablished the mill on Watson Bayou, and the town of Millville was resettled (Womack 

1994). The West Bay lumber and Naval Stores Company attracted settlers to the town of West 

Bay in 1890. Two major railroads reached St. Andrews Bay in 1908, greatly expanding the fish 
and timber markets. 

The largest timber company in the region was the German-American lumber Company. This 

German-American alliance ceased with the outbreak of World War I, and the company was 

subsequently bought by the St. Andrews Bay Lumber Company (Womack 1994). The largest 

economic contributors to the region were naval stores companies. The McKenzie and Vickers 

Turpentine Company was one of the largest in the area, maintaining four stills, including one at 

Burnt Mill Creek (Womack 1998). The St. Andrews Bay region was one of the largest naval­

stores-producing areas in the United States in the early twentieth century. 

Panama City was platted on the shores of St. Andrews Bay in 1905. George W. West founded 

the city and gave the town its name because it was in a direct line between Chicago and the 

Panama Canal Zone (Morris 1995:190). Present-day Bay County was formed in 1913 (Carswell 

1991:30), and by 1913 paper mills opened near the mouth of St. Andrews Bay. The first 
municipal airport in Bay County opened in 1938. 

World WOJr II bolstered the economy of the OJrcOJ OJnd the ponhOJndlc os OJ whole. The federOJI 

government contracted with Panama City's Wainwright Company to build ships for the war 

effort During the war years, the company employed 15,000 workers, nearly doubling the 

population of the county. Wainwright constructed approximately 108 ships during the period 

(Mormino 1996:328). Tyndall Air Field opened in January 1941 as a gunnery range, and 

thousands trained at the field during the war. In 1948, it became known as Tyndall Air Force 

Base. Panama City Beach and the coastal communities of Bay County were developed as tourist 

destinations by the 1950s. The lands north of St. Andrews Bay are still relatively undeveloped, 

with large tracts of state forests and state wildlife management areas. 

CULTURAL RESOURCE ANALYSIS 

Previous cultural resource surveys were reviewed for each Alternative, including the presence 

of previously recorded submerged cultural resources. Each Alternative is presented separately, 

with individual water crossings identified and any associated cultural resources listed. 
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Alternative 8 crosses nine different perennial drainages throughout the project area (Table lj 

Figure 2). No previous cultural resource surveys were identified within the APE of Alternative 8. 

No submerged cultural resources have been recorded within the APE of Alternative 8. 

T11blo 1 , Wat or Cro~ngs on Altern<ttive 8 and Identified Culturlll Resources 

Water Body ldemHied CUltural Resources 

Boggy Creek None 

Callaway Creek None 

Cooks Bayou' None 

Gude Branch None 

Horseshoe Creek None 

Joe Lamb Branch None 

Uttle Sandy Creek None 

Sandy Creek None 

Wetappo Creek None 
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= Gulf Coast Parkway Alternative AlignmentS 

o Alignment Water Crossing Location 

- 1000 Foot Buffer of Water Crossings 

Other Alternative Alignments 

1.75 3.5 2.5 N 
Miles Kilometers A 

USGS 30x60 Quad Maps #30085-A1. Panama City (1981 ); 
and 29085-E1, Port Saint Joe (1978) 

Figure 2. Alternative 8 alignment and associated water crossing locations. 
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Alternative 14 crosses 13 different perennial drainages throughout the project area (Table 2; 
Figure 3). No previous cultural resource surveys were identified within the APE of 
Alternative 14. No submerged cultural resources have been recorded within the APE of 
Alternative 14. 

Table 2 Water Crossing on Alternative 14 and Identified Cultural Resources 

Water Body Identified Cultural Resources 

Bayou George Creek None 

Beefwood Branc-h None 

Big Branch None 

Bog.,ay Creek None 

Callaway Creek None 

Cooks Bayou None 

Gude Branch None 

H~eshoe Creek None 

i oe Lamb Branch None 

Little Sandy Creek None 

Olivers Creek None 

Sandy Creek None 

W"tappo Cre"~ Non& 
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= Gulf Coast Parkway Alternative Alignment 14 

o Alignment Water Crossing Location 

- 1000 Foot Buffer of Water Crossings 

Other Alternative Alignments 

1.75 3.5 2.5 N 
Miles Kilometers A 

USGS 30x60 Quad Maps #30085-A1. Panama City (1981 ); 
and 29085-E1 , Port Saint Joe (1978) 

Figure 3. Alternative 14 alignment and associated water crossing locations. 
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Alternative 15 crosses nine different perennial drainages throughout the project area (Table 3i 

Figure 4). No previous cultural resource surveys were identified within the APE of 

Alternative 15. No submerged cultural resources have been recorded within the APE of 
Alternative 15. 

Table 3 Water Crossin&s on Alternative 15 and Identified Cultural Resources 

Water Body Identified Cultural Resources 

Boggy Creek None 

Callaway Creek None 

Cooks Bayou None 

Gude Branch None 

Horseshoe Creek None 

Joe Lamb Bran'h None 

Little Sandy Creek None 

Sandy Creek None 

Wetappo Creek None 
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= Gulf Coast Parkway Alternative Alignment 15 

o Alignment Water Crossing Location 

- 1000 Foot Buffer of Water Crossings 

Other Alternative Alignments 

1.75 3.5 2.5 N 
Miles I<Jiomete.s A 

USGS 30x60 0\Jad Maps #30085-Al, Panama City (1981 ); 
and 29085-E1, Port Saint Joe (1978) 

Figure 4. Alternative 15 alignment and associated water crossing locations. 
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Alternative 17 crosses four different perennial drainages throughout the project area (Table 4; 

Figure 5). No previous cultural resource surveys were ident ified within t he APE of 

Alternative 17. One potential submerged cultural resource was identified within the APE of 
Alternative 17 (Figure 6). The resource is recorded as a "Dangerous Wreck" and a "25ft fishing 

vessel" on NOAA's Electronic Navigational Charts. Based on further background research, it is 

SEARCH's opinion that the vessel is modern and is therefore not culturally significant. 

Tablo 4, Water Crossings on Alternative 17 and Ide ntified Cultural Resources 

WeterBody Identified CUltural Re1ourc:. 

Boggy Creek None 

Ca llaway Creek None 

Cooks Bayou None 

East Bay Unnamed frshfng vessel 
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= 
o Alignment Water Crossing Location 

- 1000 Foot Buffer of Water Crossings 

Other Alternative Alignments 

1.75 3.5 2.5 N 
Miles Kilometers A 

USGS 30x60 Quad Maps #J0085-A1. Panama City (1981 ); 
and 29085-E1 , Port Saint Joe (1978) 

Figure 5. Alternative 17 alignment and associated w ater crossing locations. 
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l17'2il Gulf Coast Parkway Alternative Alignments 
(Alternatives 17 and 19) 

j:_ -:_1 1000 Foot Buffer of Alignment Water Crossing 

~ Reported Modern Wreck location 

800 1.600 250 500 N 
Feet Meters A 

USDA-FSA-APFO Orthophoto Mosaic of Bay County (2010}; 
Shipwreck Database (1212008) 

Southeastern Archaeological Research Inc. 

Maritime Archaeology Desktop Analysis, Gulf Coast Parkv.tay 

Figure 6. Shipwreck location within APE of Alternatives 17 and 19 (as reported by 
NOAA's Electronic Navigational Charts). 
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Alternative 19 crosses seven different perennial drainages throughout the project area 
(Table 5; Figure 7). No previous cultural resource surveys were identified within the APE of 
Alternative 19. One potential submerged cultural resource was identified within the APE of 
Alternative 19 (see Figure 6). The resource is recorded as a "Dangerous Wreck" and a "25 ft 
fishing vessel" on NOAA's Electronic Navigational Charts. This resource is the same shipwreck 
that was Identified on Alternative 17 (discussed above). Based on further background research, 
it is SEARCH's opinion that the vessel is modern and is therefore not culturally significant. 

TableS Water Crossin&s on Alte rnative 19 

Water Body Associate Cultur.l A••ourca 

Bayou George Creek None 

Beefwood Branch None 

Big Branch None 

Bog.,ay Creek None 

Callaway CreeR None 

Cooks Bayou None 

East Bay Unnamed fishing vessel 
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= Gulf Coast Parkway Alternative Alignment 19 

o Alignment Water Crossing Location 

- 1000 Foot Buffer of Water Crossings 

Other Alternative Alignments 

1.75 3.5 2.5 N 
Miles Kilometers A 

USGS 30x60 Quad Maps #30085-A1. Panama City (1981 ); 
and 29085-E1 , Port Saint Joe (1978) 

Sout heastern Archaeological Research, Inc. 

Maritime Archaeology Desktop Analysis, Gulf Coast Parkway 

Figure 7. Alternative 19 alignment and associated water crossing locations. 
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A predictive model can assist in determining the probability of shipwrecks within a given area 

by applying a set of established criteria. The patterning and distribution of shipwrecks lost in 
the open sea versus those lost near shore has been addressed by numerous authors. These 

include Bascom (1971), Coastal Environments, inc, (1977), Garrison et al. (1989), Marx (1971), 
and Muckelroy (1978): 

Marx estimated that approximately 98 percent of all shipping losses in the 
western hemisphere prior to 1825 occurred in less than 10 m of water. Coastal 
Environment Inc.'s authors follow this proposition .. .. Muck elroy suggested that 

the 10 m boundary probably underestimated the potential for deepwater 

archaeology, Bascom concluded from a study of 191
h century losses at Lloyds of 

London that about 20 percent of all sinkings occur away from the coast. This 

figure probably better approximates the correct order of magnitude from all 

sinkings in the open sea at any period. The data in this study [Garmon et al. 
1989] support Bascom. An inspection of our shipwreck distribution plots [within 
the Gulf of Mexico] shows that 75 percent of shipwrecks occur in nearshore 

waters and the remainder in the open sea (Garrison et al. 1989). 

The employment of a predictive model can help differentiate the potential for submerged 

cultural resources within the various Alternatives by applying additional criteria. Larry Pierson, 

who developed the predictive model, suggests that: 

Predicting the occurrence of shipwrecks . , , is a relatively complicated matter. 

Certainly where ship traffic is concentrated there will be more losses. When 
concentrated traffic occurs near navigational hazards such as islands, headlands, 
or submerged rocks, an inueased frequency of ship losses can be expected. If 

these factors coincide with areas which have a high preponderance for the 
occurrence of foul weather or fog, an even greater frequency of accidents can be 

expeCted. But wrecks may occur even where traffic is not concentrated or when 
the weather is dear, i.e., ships have been lost at sea In clear, calm weather 
(Pierson 1987). 

Pierson developed a predictive model based on a point system, where the higher point value 

assumes a higher probability for submerged cultural resources. The predictive model assigns 

points to various criteria including ports/anchorage, obstructions/hazards, shipping routes, and 

known archaeological sites. 

The predictive model criteria and point system includes: 

• Port or anchorage" = 1 point 

• Obstruction or other hazard** = 1 point 

17 



 O-18 

Novemtwr 2011 South6ostlrn Archa6olog'1col Restorchr Inc. 

Draft. 'Report Maritime Archaeology Des-k,top Analysis/ Gulf Coast Parkway 

• Designated shipping route***= 1 point 

• One or fewer shipwreck sites per km2 -= 1 point 
• One or two shipwreck sites per km2 = 2 points 
• More than two shipwreck sites per km2 = 3 points 

Approach as delineated by NOAA as of 1980. 
** Within view of a lighthouse, buoy, or other warning device. 
*** Within the confines ofthe designated route. 

These point criteria can be applied to each individual Alternative within the current project 
area. These criteria assume that there is a higher probability of a vessel loss near a 
port/anchorage, near an obstruction/navigational hazard, or near a designated shfpping route. 
This model also takes into account that if other known shipwreck sites are nearby, the 
probability increases for additional sites to be located in that area. 

After applying the designated criteria to each of the Alternatives within the project area and 
adding the results, a total point value can be assigned. The higher the total points, the greater 
the likelihood for submerged cultural resources within that area. Results of the predictive 
model indicate that the Alternatives have an overall low to moderate probability for submerged 
cultural resources (Table 6). 

Table 6 Predictive Model Results 

Obsuuction Designated 
One or 

01'8orTwo 
More than 

fewer Two 
Port or Anchorage or Other Shipping 

Shipwrecks 
Shipwrecks 

Shipwrecks 
Total 

Hazard Route 
P!Jrkm' 

perkm2 

perkm• 

Alternative 8 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Alternative :14 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Alternative :tS 

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Alternative :t 7 

0 0 1 1 0 0 2 

Alternatlva19 

0 0 1 1 0 0 2 

Alternatives 8, 14, and 15 have a lower potential for submerged cultural resources due to their 
primary location within small perennial drainages that were never designated shipping routes 
or heavily trafficked water bodies. Alternatives 17 and 19 have a moderate probability due to 
their inclusion of fast Bay and its history of marine traffic. 
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SEARCH conducted the current maritime study on behalf of FOOT District 3 in order to identify 

any submerged cultural resources that are listed, or may be eligible for listing, in the NRHP. The 
f MSf database was reviewed for any previous surveys or previously recorded resources. In 

addition, SEARCH conducted a review of in-house databases relative to potential submerged 

cultural resources within the APE. The databases reviewed include: 

• NOAA Automated Wreck and Obstruction Information System (AWOIS); 

• NOAA's Electronic Navigational Charts; 

• 2006 NOAA Aids to Navigations (NavAids) and 2007 US Coast Guard (USCG) Hazards to 
Navigation database; and 

• Global Maritime Wrecks Database (GMWD). 

After completing the database review, SEARCH conducted a predictive model based on 

archaeological, navigational, and other relevant data. Each Alternative was analyzed for its 

overall potential to contain submerged cultural resources. 

Predictive models were first developed by terrestrial archaeologists interested in identifying the 

location of human habitations based on the analysis of environmental conditions within a given 
region. Archaeologists postulated that analyzing conditions around known sites could establish 

a set of variables that could be applied elsewhere to assist In locating new sites. Others believe 

that predictive modeling has severe limitations and that regulatory agencies will use these 

"models to authorize disturbance and development of substantial areas under the potentially 
erroneous assumption that they contain no significant archaeological sites" (Mather and Watts 

2002). Mather and Watts address the limitations of predictive models with regard to 
shipwrecks: 

If predictive modeling on land is contentious, it promises to be even more so 

underwater. The location of shipwrecks is clearly not behaviorally based in the 
same way as human settlement. The human decision-making component for 
underwater sites is considerably more limited; a captain's choice about where to 

sink is marginal at best. Neither do we know all the factors that determine 
shipwreck locations. Many stretches of water are dynamic and change over t ime. 
Ships are mobile. Also, there may be a considerable array of random factors such 

as storms, fires, and battles that help determine the patterns of vessel losses. 
Given the historically high usage of some stretches of water, it may be difficult to 
eliminate the possibility of shipwrecks in any unsurveyed or undisturbed areas 

(Mather and Watts 2002). 

Suggestions to alleviate the nonconformity of shipwreck patterns include a GIS-based 

archaeological sensitivity analysis as an alternative. Establishment of GIS-based sensitivity zones 
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is useful to cultural resource managers who could quickly identify unsurveyed areas that may 

contain submerged cultural resources. Mather and Watts suggest that: 

By overlaying data such as historic and archaeological srtes, hazards to 
navigation, dredging activity, and remote sensing data, researchers can divide 
water systems into sensitivity zones. The advantage of archaeological sensitivity 

analysis is that it correlates directly with known data. Areas of highest sensitivity 
incorporate known archaeological sites; areas of lowest sensitivity have been 

surveyed by reputable researchers and are known to contain no archaeological 
sites. The unknown remains unknown, and no probabili ty ratings are assigned to 

areas as a result of archaeological sensitivity analysis (Ma ther and Watts 2002). 

With this said, results from the database review and subsequent application of a predictive 

model identified the potential for submerged cultural resources within each of the five 

Alternatives. Review of available databases identified one known wreck and no obstructions, 

archaeological sites, occurrences, or sites marked as "unknown." The only reported wreck was 

identified in the East Bay within the APE of Alternatives 17 and 19. Subsequently, Alternatives 

17 and 19 have been identif ied as having a moderate potential for submerged cultural 

resources. Application of the predictive model Indicates an overall low potential for submerged 
cultural resources within Alternatives 8, 14, and 15 

Based on the background review and the predictive model, SEARCH recommends that if 

Alternative 17 or 19 is selected as the preferred Alternative, a marine remote-sensing survey 

should be conducted for the East Bay water crossing, This crossing contains the potential for 
!"iubmcrged cultural resourc~ due to its history il!"i :1 navigable w:lterw:~y and the presence of 

one reported modern wreck. None of the other water crossings were identified as containing 

potential for submerged cultural resources. Due to the low potential for submerged cultural 

resources on the remaining Alternatives, SEARCH recommends no further work for Alternatives 

8, 14, and 15. 
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S<xlth..,Jt Ofn ArchorologiGI R•s•orch, (ft(:. 

Mort! tmt A!Chorology Dnklop Ano,¥s,s, &/if Cocst Potkway 
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Global Maritime Wrecks Database (GMWD) 

2008 Database provided by Global GIS Data Services, LLC. On file, Southeastern 
Archaeological Research, Inc., Pensacola. 

Nw•mb.,ZOU 
Draft Rrpott 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Automated Wreck and Obstruction 
Information System (AWOJS) 

n. d. Electronic document, http ://www.nauticalcharts.noaa.gov/hsd/awois.html. 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Electronic Navigational Charts (ENC) 

n.d. Electronic document, http://www.nauticaJcharts.noaa.gov/mcd/etK/. 
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Appendix P 

Navigation Information 

 

Photographs of Existing Bridges 

US 98/DuPont Bridge 

CR 386/Overstreet Bridge 

Pleasant Rest Road/Wetappo Creek Bridge 

 

Photographs of Wetappo Creek 

 

Photographs of Vessels Utilizing Wetappo Creek 
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US 98/DuPont Bridge 

 

TO BE PROVIDED
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CR 386/Overstreet Bridge 
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Pleasant Rest Road/Wetappo Creek Bridge 
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Photographs of Wetappo Creek
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Photographs of Vessels on Wetappo Creek
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Planning Consistency Documentation 
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Plannfn,g Requirements for Envlronmentaf Document Approvals wfth Segmented Implementation 

Document lnfonnition: 
Oocumont Typo! us ooeumont SUtLu.~ _o;.'"= ";....-----1 

Project Name; I'M#;. ~lf2oit.l.d, ~I !O\I&~,.J1®H1-h~toroq,- !.t. 

A.1Mai;t~A 1tf.le1-8. o!J®81·) 

Project Limits: ETDM#: 7.~~ 

Are1he Umfts coosi!.tcnt with1he pland .,;Y,:•;,.• _______________________________ -1 

Identify MPO(s) (if oppllcoble): Original PD&E FAP#..;WI:;.A;.... _________ -1 

Segment limits~ 

CurreNtly 
Adopted 
CFP-tRTP 

r1:1111 l11 IWt>ctleo~oiUS~ ••d m 386 nl7!h .,C\"1.1!11\•!:Irlc Ill 366-

uw U nn.c until m•tluu-wr.iJonaJ ~· ptafl'Cl(tid .;us; to Uay II(Eiwn'Y 

COMMEJIITS 

V/N 
lilf.fNipt~•d Gt~iCucl,...,~y lti!"'\ Vli»Jf,.\"OiflrOt~o~l\ty rolt'o J:!IIM~ U\Sti(lyn<:~.a P,~)i4ren11ti•l\t \Mth ,,..,e,;,yQ~~,~I\ry 11•n IOl!IIOf!C :iwil't'*"t;:~amlton \1!10, I IP,f\UIVUUP(;.tl' 

r'!ltldlii~I!Oii f\tnp!'or..,.. 

Cuuently Curr•ntly TIP/S"TlP TIP/STIP 
PHASE Approv•d Approved COM MENTS 

11P STIP FY 

PE (FTnal Deslgll) N N/A fhi~ orojvct b;fiW• Ilill'~ In !f!lr L~lP"'td~.k>l..~:.m•tt. 

R{W N N]A 
lklcc;ta!l"d l'lt'I:JI"'"''It•tflfl lt'l•llif!'ffl~Nil-~""t. 

Construction N N/A Tht.. [ll'o)!ct. 1:.-ilk'l'ttltfeU 11' U!c1Jl1PI"k:~.J\I.~W'!L 

~e;mMt lnfMm<ltlon: j;DO'iWfr"lP•~"'sr"lt"ti, 

Si!gment LtmiB~ ~ltlm l'ft.""ccttoro :.~ ~6t'4'P'II:~:=r.~GtJ• tqPoyh~w.a.,.wKuoN! tt'lt-~tro~li'!>W>% 

./v~,-,,w Jill nl!llf01,~.11111l' ll'lc1D~Jll""' ~p~v~",rP'~i110ol!d11r-fliM•Ill~l!~ e;..,tbory 

S<!gmontFM N: 

CurrantiV 
Adopted 
CFP-tRTP 

COMMEJIITS 

V/N 
,.,._ Pltlpcf.tl_d c~ul ! (;D;Io:t P~~ "'emil!!! liJIIn(•UI;ou,.n"' lOll~ 1llwod US'I~fl'¥'"<1•1 ~--~)1<: i;no'ood;t•l"l ¥to1th 1t-<fl61l¥(.Di\1'11"!' \C01') ~1!1 ~C1:~•Tinr<IO"''~!IIJI'>Phn. l oPf'liii'/L!o'IPi)'P 

rrondliii'Atr~nhtnprnt.Nt.. 

curr~ntly Curre-ntly 
PHASE Approved Approved 

liP STIP 

Pf (Final Deslen) N 

R/W N 

Consuuction N 

segment Information: mm ~AUrkP111tf'MT'~I-"fft4 
Segment llmitst 

cu.-r~:ntly 

Adopted 
CFP-I.RTP 

TIP/STIP TIP/STIP 
COMMENTS 

fV 

N/A rhi• wvr..d l~oicl!nltl!"e~ 1 .. d,., unrN•d~~fln'I*"L 

N/A 
l;,tt ~!ctt~II!.IO"'I'I'fl"tflfl ltl•lWfj\IUo~f 4Juowt't'l .... t. 

"l A 
ihO p.o .. d 1>\0t:nllrflid r,. lr1l: tJiTP """t$1~ A:.....-.J<otnt9H. 

SeBment FM # : 41Q~81 ~ 

COMMENTS 

V/N 
lilf. p•:~ptt•d G!.ltCa•~fl...-~flo~OSI,.\OijlfQI~o~l\'v ro\·~ Jll titMI U\9111(1\"'=1~ P._..kw~)-tt:fl 11•1•"'t .,._."' ll'p,&;.y( ll\,11\ry IPO iOl~ I~ q.._, tr:te~.cmrtllf! l'lr,n, I IP/'!.fli~/Ui fl''-ff 
rn;~dlibthwf\r. IPI!llf;MIIo. 

currently Currently T1P/S"TlP TIP/S"TlP 
PHASE Approved Approvt.d COMMENTS 

11P STIP FY 

PE (f ln•l Desisn) N N/A 
Thtc PR~Jori fdMmtlftoi(W lh,.U:U'PNoM;Av~m~. 

R/W N N/A 
lhk ptt~jlld ls-fO.ntfll•.; 1,.. lh•lRlPN•.Cf ~IIJim.n;. 
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Coostructfun I N N/A 

Segment Information: FU011M>•l P•.~:~~~-~-· 6 

Segment limits: rr¢111 n~t~,.,..," •nd cf<lalpnnrd•l!lllrllp:uu:d Ml'ljeo c.,... t~~ ,;~,_-,1'1 ~~~~~fll«"'"""'t Segment FM #: 4l098 l " 

Currently 

Adopted 
CFP..tRTP 

t1•1J,1 ~·s. 0 llS7. Tr...wls.rHlltt! tt'o'lll' u.,IW"l 0 1YJ7 IJI!tll tt dioteip:;lntu O!dAII••U!•!AU.JII/K"CI'illfJI lio.d 611d O~r. Wt1!fr110tl$10CII tt• 0100' 

Qt'"'I~QI_d~t/llotftD•I/l(._,u,IIJ:jii~Uillfi_~li\~Ciw.l.QSfl'ZJ. 

COMMENTS 

Y/N 
flw;! purpvwd C""'l' CooM ~Mo)y lrlll'nl.A SSf"W!ICvvf\tv loVS.HI ~ U~98tl"vrd e'4 P.-li~liS~tvnl wtl/l thdUyCounly WO l'J1S.lOf'l.fl""'9~tT~~IR!n Pl11••• TlP/lllPAATPO"f' 
r'!loC:IIfldHon1-s.'npt~ 

Cunentty Curre..rrtly 
T1P/5nP liP/S11P PHASE Approvod Approved COM MENTS 

liP snP s fY 

PE IHnat Oo<igll) N N}A 
rl•iil ;;;vJto'' l•fc.e"'ltll'td I,. It,. LAtf'INtdllvt:.tt.rn~r. 

R}W N N}A 
ihb p~;~):ob./Oenltlttd l,ll1ec I.RTPkell'll;h.AMe;~tl'!f. 

Construction N N/A 
ihi::: lll""]ectl~;e.el'lt:lfec il'> !he!- lSnPN~ed5-/4"..cs:>'!•cnt. 

Se,gment Information: fOOT W:o111 P!ll~ttyllent7 

Segmen1 Limits; 

Currently 
Adopted 
CFP-l.RTP 

Hcm~ 1l lllln_.~l'"'*"t nonhcfmp...Ue~SIU 11:- .-.u•~alcmot~AYMI4• 

;and (r11"11to<o. 

COMMENTS 

Seament fM II: 

Y/N 
n•~ ptUpt!!lllllf Gl.lll CU•hl u_..:w:.y lt0ft9(.).$ .!!8i11Gt.tll C.V'"'t lOU i ) )t ..,td US98(ry•ldilll P --'ky.o.:ty)~ teiO!J\UI"l will I ttol! &.)'C'OUIIIY'fPO 103S l01~Si~ Trut~~o•t.Jiiott Plun. TIP/STlP,IlillP OP 

!l!tlt:ll fiDitfOtt ffrirtPIOI;~ ... 

cunontly CUrre.ntly 
TlP/5nP liP/SllP PHASE Approved Approved COMMENTS 

IIY STlP $ FY 

PE (1- in~tt O~'ltign) N N/A 
ihbfl"'ab.•ttb.idl'!'ll!lrtdltt tht:: t.RTPN.!IId-...Am.~·.mtllt 

R/W N N/A 
TM~()'\'I"J«:tl:"f-'O,rifl ftdl!l ttl~ I..IHPHordsA;~Ie<IL 

COtntructfun N N/A 
~~tMdrn~ll .. dlrt ~;t~ ... IATI'»,.cd•,A~'Tn. 

Segmen1 lnfor·mation: IOOf W;•kP•u••..., •~~•ut£ 

Sqment Llmttr. 1 rorn :,u;r AWIJJ• tr•\•l'rw.wm.0.7 mllnf! nM lliiiJ!l'Jln\tO ,,."' Rc>~o. tN'I'l •o,. 1BITI SeamemFM #; 4109111 8 

currently 
Adopted 

CFP-UtTP 

Rl!lllll ,~,.hlllfllyQ.S m!tP1 cM"" ~~.,...,..(~ Mt ,._ .. "'~M• r.l l'lfl ttWfn t~!Jl'J!attwltl\ •J:.\ .. •15 11\'!!MI 1"1r~N4V) ~p!!Jf"'"..an•ly l,CIOD r~t• JD~m 11f 

th~r.~.lint"'.r•·n Roo6/05S8fT'rntJtil! r .. rk.w_.,) lnl..s~lon, lndr..dt!i ~d•nlllO cfUS!l6 nynd ... !P""...-l~ 1o J.J. I ~~ndlrt lft.,.Yfcinitya! lin• 
n11w ~t' C:h;t:tP'7<,~y/lh ~llynd11ll ~t~"WII';') !ht~kltt loac::nrnmoeo~ ... iaJmlre.me .. -..mpnn.. 

COMMENTS 

Y/N 
I '* mwv_.d (i~ C.U• lll P .. f1Y41YI11111'1h :;9l~tGuifCVV!'t\< luU)11l Wld U'i7tJ(l)'MIJI rwkwoJ,)~ wn.:.l!llmi.Cit\ ll.tti-Y(-Q\1111\< lf>O ..."itlS l..,..f1...- f ,.;r~»t~r1,.11.m-! PI~·~~ I •r~Jtr/UIIf' or 
• nudltlt.t:r~tnJ&J\,.,.a .. ~ 

Cunentty Cum!ntly 
Approved Approved 

liP STIP 

PHASE 

PE (flnJI DeSign) N 

R/W N 

Construction N 

TlP/snP TIP/STIP 

FV 

0 N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

COMMENTS 

Q11tt.'<llll" '-'1'1111\W\A.t" ""'P"l!!:Pf'IAI• c!110f~~ ~"'- ldllrilitn.•nll thlp!llttllt ftl<ltfel) ft"9 f 

"l <ldtcttc• d'lie.Yfco"stneft<Y) 

(&J«~vidt. c.:.t-1\ .. U<n~IIIVfllllollf: dt!tdllt>•tl( _M~'-' ll<.:lf;,.fflt'~-4•,111t11fllt"'ll!l'"l •tlq tol~t 

r.wdtd lC..:tU•fa,~A- tol'l,."!t.;.or;) 

(oto...;d,._wmrnentU•1 d:lpPOptltltt: dntrelirt~e _!JJt\1~ t ct!iof!it''r ~l'llffnt.ull!rflll:'lf!Mlir.:•. lo!~~ 
J'lll:t;t:llld lU..J\Jirllll'< Uln!lil~r.~y) 

Segmentlnfomration: IDClWel'otPr~s..,..,...,'ltQ 

seament Llmtu: rron1 rw., .. cclf.on ot-st.rM-of'!olottWl'\1 ~tn18 ot ttli~!Gu!fCII~Pri'vr<ft. n11rltl alrrA. sea-m em FM # : 

~1rn;~,. Aw&TtV•l,l mne, '""Ui fl.or""'toil !"\UIIlwt~9Tl nil~ ~tnt t;-tnrit l.~ml!dtt;~ln\~ 'l!fbfUS"ZJt. tndo,~dt•.tu!!"'~llon 
cr • t~, •fod.,t-<~> l.-•e~!KliOct~''*"~_,,-g,. \-.\lhUS231,01 ;tJ?. t~tu;5H J~21. 
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cum:muy 
Adopted 
CFP-t.RTP 

COMMEJIJTS 

Y/N 
Jn• t'IOJIC""'d rlui,CU.o:t \lV~ freti'I VSdii\.CfiJ!#t,l!unty\GIU71\ -:rid U'\ OQ.(lVO.d-.N l*.w-~)~~\l'flll \Jiolth 1k11 ~(;111.11"\'Y fPd i'Q~~ lC"f:~ ii!UIJI:Iftt~llllt'l Plal'l. 1 11*/\nP/~ fr>Gfl' 
rtwdlllbtlu~+t,rriPio~ 

c-uuentry Currently 
TIP/STIP TIP/STIP PHASI: Approvod Approved COMMENTS 

liP snP fV 

PE (fniSII O&Sign) N N/A 
Tk·~~tl_, (l!.fOnll'ft.dlflft<l•l~fj} MooiiiQt .t._ ..... 'Wt'\WII. 

R/W N N/11 
fhl< lr.lpPr.i ~fiiPrtlflltl( 1"1 ltl~ l.RTI'f'Wrii; Ac~J>••VfU"ll• 

Conroutlion N N/A 
P.b ~ah.:lkl:f'Ottlled h l).f:UITP-:...eed: ~0\~ 

FOOT Preparer's N am e: -------------- Date: 
Phone#: ------------

Pfep.arer's Slgna1ure..: Eman: _ _________________ _ 

• Attach; LRTP,. ·TfP, STlP pages 



 

Appendix R 

Joint Application for Environmental 
Resources Permit – Section A



R-1 

IForm #62-346.900(1) 
tFonn Title: Joint Application for EnviroiUTlental 

Resource Permit I Authorization to Use 
State-Owned Submerged Lands I Federal 
Dredge & Fill Pennit in Northwest Florida. 

fffective Date: November 1, 2010 
fNiinor corrections incorporated January 16,2011 
l!ncorporated by reference in 62-346.070(2)(a), F.A.C. 

JOINT APPLICATION FOR 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE 
PERMIT I 

AUTHORIZATION TO USE STATE­
OWNED SUBMERGED LANDS I 

FEDERAL DREDGE AND FILL PERMIT 

IN NORTHWEST FLORIDA 

Note: Do NOT use this form for Notice of Intent to Use a Noticed General Permit! 

Applications to the Northwest Florida Water Management District may be 
completed online. 

The Department only accepts paper applications at this time. 

Effective November 1, 2010 

US Army Corps 
of Engineers" 

November 1, 2010 



R-2 

1m 
US Army torpo 
Gl £1'9iM CN'S. 

Il\f'I'ROD'UCTION 
FORMS ..\1\'D ATTACHMENTS 

:~: J 
~ 

This fom1 m11st b<! used to apply for on indiv!clual pem1it to con!;tn.lct. alter. operate~ m~intain or repair (excluding routine, custodial 
m<~intcnance), abandon, or remove a swfaca water management system under Sect1on 373.414S( I ), F,S., and Chapter \02-34(), F.J\ .C., within the 
geograpbic l:imirs oft be Nonhwtst Florida Water Mana.gtment DiSlrict ("NWFWMD~ l~ Activitits that requin~ ao individual pemt.itare d,;scribcd 
in Rule 62-34o.fi:'i0, F.i\.C., and section 3 of Applicant's ITandbnok Volume l Tbese activities al~o nresummarized in Anachment 3 of this 
fom1 , 

PR0c:£SSJNG AGEN"CY 
Responsibi lities for reviewing and taking agency action on surface water m~nagement applications, under Section 373.4145(1 ), F.S., and Chapter 
62-346. JiA.C., have been divided between the I )epartment of J;ov iron mental Protection ("'Departm en!'') and tl1e. N WFWM D in accordance with 
the Operating Agreement adapted by rcf.,rcncc in Rule 62-346~091, F .A.C~ A copy of lhe Opmting Agreement is in Appendix 1 o[ Applicant's 
llanclbook I, and also: is avai I able at the offices of the Department's N orthwe,-t Distric111nd the :NW FWMD. and on the I nte.met mes of the 
Department and NWFWMD at: http://www.dep~statc. il .usfwaterlw~tlands/wglrulesiguide.hJrn~ and 
http:i/www.n\i•fm»clsL~ie.fl. us/petmitslpermit-E.l~P.hiilll. Tbedivlsion of responsibilities iJ; sununariz.ed in Atlacl\111ent 1 ~ 

SUBMJTT.AL A..'ID FEES 
All ihfom1atian requested in Sections A through F, as applicable, of this 1\>rna should be completed together with location 1\lal:>lS) of sufficient 
detai l to allow someone who is unfamiliar witllthc site to travel to and locatE the specific site of \he activity; constn.lction plans, drawing.s, and 
other supporting documents that depict and describe the proposed activities: and the fee required by Rule 62-346.071. f. A. C. (s<e Allachment 4 
for a summary of the fee schedule)~ This mfom1at•on should be submitted as follows: . Applications to the Department must contain one origin~~! of the application with original signaturt!s on Section A. tlne pupar ct1py of all th~ 

above; and one electromc copy of a ll Lhe above. Submit the application ~o the l)cpartruent of~jce shown in Figure 1 A, . ALL applic:~tions to the NWFWlvJD c~tn besubmltteU ihrough the District's web site ut: hup:/lwww.nwfwmd.stut~ O.us1pemuts1permlls-
ERP~hnnl. lfLhe applicant does not ut ilize Lhe electronic appJ.icntion, paper copies shall be submitted by mail or other de livery service (o Lhe 
appropriate office of the NWfWMD shown in Figure 1 B. Tf n JX~per application is submiHed, it must include nil requirements for submittal 
of a paper cop}' as arc used by the D~partm(mt. 

*'*R E AJ)VlSEO•• 

• Tr activities involve d•·edgiug atld fillin g in lfetlands or· other surface waters, one or all of the fol lowing may also he required in addition 
to any pemtit recJuircd: authorizatio111.o use Slate-owned subrulltged lands: aucl other applkable pemt.its or aulhori<:ation from the U.S~ Army 
Corps of Engineers and l0C11l governments. 

• Authorization from the Department for the proposed project doe.~ not preclude the need to obtain all other required authorizations and 
permits required by other state, local, aod federal aggc11cies. 

• Appl icant~ are advised that document~ and drawings submitted hy persons other than the owner for purposes. other than the private use Qf the 
owner ant s.ubjcct to the sil?.ninl!: and sealing requir~m~.nts of areo:isterecl pro(cssionaL 

EXEMPTIONS AND NOTICBO GENEJ.U T, PERMITS . Activities th.at quali(y ·ror au E.:\.'EJVu>TTON from pe11nini.ng arc hsted. in Rule 62-346.051, F.AC., with adwtional infonnation on exempt 
activities provided In section 3.4 of the Applicant's Handbook Volume l, and Attachment 3 of this Form. An appUcation to the 
Dl'plU1ment or tbe NWFWMD Is NOT requir-ed lo conduct 1111 etempt activity. However, ifyOtl c.lcsiro verlfk"lltiun whether the work 
ctunllfies loran exe111ptioo. send the reque~t as follows: 
0 If the propo~cd actJv]ty: . Is tb ~ rc$ponsibil1ty of the Ocpartment. 1)0 NO'l' US F. TillS I"ORM . Instead, se.nd a completed F'orm 62-34(,~91JO(Jl )-

"Exemption Vcrilicatwn Request," to Utt>appl icableDcpartmcnt ofl~icc shown in Figure I/\, /\ltcmahvdy, you nmy send u letter 
with the tnfonnMioh below to that office, Requests to "self certify'~ a private, single-fami ly dock must be submitted to the 
Department's lhtemet site at: htm://appproddep.statc.tl.us/en>pal: or . htbe respon~ibillty of tir e 1-.TWFWMD, con1plete this appUcarion electronically through tha District's Internet site at 
hu~:/ /www ,nw fwm cis tare. 0. usa:lt!rm.itsl[!enn its-h'R.P Jltml. 

0 All exemption vuilicution requests must contain a location map of sufficient detQIJ to aUOiv someone wbo is unfamiliar with the silt: 
to travel to and locale the specific site of the aclil•ity: two seL~ of ccmtruction plans, drawings, m1d other supporting documents that 
~:!early and legibly depict and tlt~scrib~ the propos~d actjvitik'S inti detail to 1.kmonstrate compliance with the tom1s, conditions, and 
limitations of the exemption; tne fee required by Ru le 62-346~071 , '~A~C. (see Attachment 4): pennission from the landowner for staff 
lo ehler and inspect the property site subj~ctto the exetn()iion; and identification (by hlmiber and nanie, if knqwn) to the rule or staMory 
cxempt1on sought. 

• J\ ctivili<'s that qualify for a NOTICED GJ~N"IiRAL l' lm MJT w1dor Cnaptor 62-341 . JI.A.C., must he noticed to the De]Xlrtment or 
N'NFWMD beforu initiating wt>rk. DO NOT USE this HppliQttioo Corm to submit tb~ notice. ]ni<teacl. use lh~ ~otice of tnknt to Us01m 
li nvirOnlnental Resource Noticed General Permit ir' Northwest Florida, Fonn 62-346.900(2), adoi>ted byrelerence in RWe 62-346.07(){2), 
F.A,C., and submit to the Department or :N'WFWMD pe.r the "Processing Agencv" and "Submittal and Fees ''procedures above. 

E'oml #62·346~900(tl- Joim AWUCl!lion for ERPISSL Autlt.:>rizlll1on/1'e.dcnd D&F J'cmill in Ntntll\\'OSt l'Jrui~a, buJOUuctim~ 
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us Armr Corps 
ot Englneers. 
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~ 
~ 
us-.. co.ps 
of Engine..._ 

4'What Sections of the Application Must l Fill Out?" 

Section: Noticed 
General Individual Permits 
Permits 

(Use Form 62-
3-16.900(2) 

Single- Others Mitigation 
Family Banks 

Residences 
Section A Yes Yes Yes 

Section B Yes Yes Yes 

Section C Yes 

Section D Yes Yes 

Section E Yes 

Section F As Needed As Needed As Needed As Needed 

If you are seeldng VlWilication that the proposed activity qualities fot· :ln exemption, DO 

~OT usc this npplication- please use Fonn 62-346.900( 11), " Request t(n· Vel"ification of 

an F.scmption f.-om the Need to•· an Em 1imnmenta1 Resuurcc Permit unde•· Part IV of 

Chapter 373, F.S., within the Northwest Florid;~ Wate1· Mamagcmcnt Distl"ict," 

in<'OI'pot-atcd by •·cfcr ence in subsection 62-3-46.070(2)(c)l., F.A.C., ovembcrl, 2010. 

F..-n1 q62.J 16,900( I ) - Jo111 AJI!lhClll.lon ti>rERPISSl. Atahofll.lllionll'edernl D&f' Perm! I m Nonhul!!<l Flonda Ci1ud1>10 At>pllcllion. P~e I of I 
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us Army COrp• 
ot Englneers. 

... 
NOT:& The infonnntion requested in Section$ A through F of this appUc:-dtiolJ pllckllge is not-intendedio be :• It-inclusive. 
Additionul information mny be requested b)' the reviewing agency in ol'dcr to .complete your npplicution. 

FOR AGRNCY USEONJ..,Y 
DEP/WMD Application # 
Dafe Application Received fee Required 
Proposec.l Project Lal. Fe,\ Rec0iveu $ 
Proposed Project Long. Fee Receipt # 

SECTION A - GENERAL INFORMATION 

PAR'I' 1: GENE.RAL I NFOR.MATJON 

A. Type or pe•·mit (checl( one). See Attachme.nt3 tor thresholds and descriptions. 
181 lndlv1dual- Constnlctioo and Ofll'.nllioo (s<:le R11le 62-346.050, F.A.C,. and section 3 of Applicant's Handbook Volume 1) 
0 Tnd.iviclual Conceptual Approval (see Rule 62-346.050, f' A.C., nnd section 3 of Applicant'~ Handbook Volume 1) 

NOTE: Do not use Utili form ir you nre 5ubmfttin~: 11 notice to use a Notice GeneralPemtil under Chapter 61-3<11, F .A. C. UseFomt 
62-346.900(2) (sec Rule 62-346.050, F.A.C., and section 3 ofA_pplicanfs Handboolc Volume[) 

n. Type.> ol' activity for which you are ~pplying (check at least one; if a prior pemtit #, please circle either ''T'lepartmem" or 
"NIIv'F\VMD'. as the prior issuing entity for th(: awr(lpriatc activity .type, bdovi): 
181 Construction and operation of a new system 
0 Operation of an ,,xi sting syswm. Please provide eXJsting D~partment or NWFVvMD pomtil l/, if J.;nown: 
0 Alt~mtion of an ~xisting syst~m. Pi cast! provide cxistingD~pattmcnt or NWFWlviD pe>mtit II, •f known: 
0 Maintenance or repair of a systeJn previou~ ly pe11n itted by Depf11tment or the NW FW lvlD. Vlease provide exi.•tillg 

Depanment orNWFWMD pemtit It, if known: 
0 Abandorunent of a system. Pl~ase provitl~ extsting Depanment or NWFWMJ) pl:!mtil #,if known: 
0 Construction or additional phases of~~ system. f>lt·as~ provide the ex isting Department orNWl'WfVW 

pen111t #, ifknovm: 
0 Rcnnoval of a system_ Please provide existlng Department or NW.FWlvlD pcrmit #, if known: 
0 Retrofit of a system. p·kase provide c:lxi.stlngDeparlm<:lnlor NWFWMD pt:rm.lt l!. ifkoowo: 
0 Modification of n penn it. Plense provide existing Department or NWFWMD permit It, ;r known: 

0 Major - soo subswtion 62-346.095(5) and paragraph 62-346.10((1 )(a), F.A.C 
0 Minor - see subsection 62-346.1M(I )(d), F.A.C. 
0 Extension of permit dUiillion S<~c subsection 62-346.1 Ol)(l)(il) nod R1llc 62--346.110, F.A.C. 
0 Transfer -se.e.s·tibsection.62-346.1 Ul)(l \(d) and R.ule 62-.346.131). P.A.C. 

0 Deadhoad Loggmg. 

L'. 0()('S the 11cth•ity involvf uny work in wetlnnds or otb1•r surface wutcrs? (see Chapter 62-340,11 A. C. ) 
181 Yes 0 No [[·'yes,'' please provide, as apphcnblc: 

Total area of c.lr~dglng, fi.U:ing. construction, altt'ration, or removal in, on, or over wetlands or other surface waters? 
sq.!'t. ; TBD s.-c£1S ac. 

Total volwne of material to he dredged· mn see ETS cubic yards 
Nwnber of new boats lip5 proposec~ NA wet slips; (aL>o, if applicable: NA new city slips in uplands) 
Number of existing boat slips lobe altered: NA wet slips 
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us Armr Corps 

' ' • • 
'~ o• Englneers. 

l'<lRT 1: J\PPLJCi\1111' AND A~OCU.TED PMn1ES I.NFORI\MT10N 

A. APPLICANT (EN'I'I'I'Y '1'0 RECEEVE PERMIT) 

Nwne: Joy G iddens 

TiUclntd Compwoy: F lorida DeparCmeol ofTmospoa-tation , DisCrid 3 

Addo~s:< 1074 Highway 90 

City. Stale, Zip: C hipky. FJ, 32428 

J lome Telephone: I Wod< Teloph~= 850-330-1505 

CcU PhOne: j Fn.x~ 
E-mml Atldrcsi: Joy.Oddrns@dot.str~l.e.n.ns 

B. CO-APPLICANT 

Nrune:-

Title 31\d Company; 

Addn>ss: 

C'ily, Stlllo. Zip: 

I lome 'l'eleph<>Jte; I W<>rk 'l'elepholle 

Cclll?houc: I Fa.<: 

E-JTiail Addre>c.: 

c. t'.lP"E:RAT lON AND JI'IA INTENANCE ))~TllfY 

Name: 

Title and Company: Floridu Deptu1menl ofTr.msportulion, Distrid 3 

Address: 1074 H ighway 90 

C'ity, State, 7.iJ>· C hi,pfey, Jil, 32428 

1J ome TelephOJle; I Wolk Telephone: 

~e.U Photoe. I Fax; 

£-mail Addre=. 

D. LA!IID OWNER(S) U CHECK HERE IF L.<\Nll OWNBRlSJ\lSOA CO-APPLICANT 

N llllle: T.BD 

Ti lle lntd Company: 

Addr<.'Sit 

City. Stale, Zip: 

J lome Telephone: I Wotlc Telephone: 

CcU PhOne: I fct'll:~ 
E-mail AddJ"""S: 

f£. CONSli\..TANl"(H' Dl l<'l<'l!lR~JNT ~'ROM i\{;10:"111 

Nam.e:-

Title 31\d Company; A fkins 

Ad.iress: 26.39 Nortb Mourot' Slreef 

City, St..,, ZiP' TaUabasser, FL 32303 

Home 1'clephane: 1 Wodt 'l'clcl'houe: 

Cell Pttooe: I fax: 

E-mail A-. 
F. AGENT AllTEJORlZE'D TO iSEOUREPERMl'f 

f'orn• #6::1-346.900(1) Jolnl 1\P['li""ll.on for EIU'ISSJ. AlilhorizoG<>niFt<ierilllJ&V Permit in NNt f'•wesl t'lorida l:ietti()u /1. Pu,ge 2 of7 
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us Armr Corps 
o• Englneers. 

... 
Name: 

1'ille and Compw1y: 

Addres;;. 

City, Strue, 7..ip: 

Homo Telephone: I Wod< Tolepi>M"' 

Cell Phe~ne: I Fu.-:: 

E-mrul Atldre$$: 

PART 3: PRO.JECT SPECI FTC TNFORMATION 

A . Name of project, including phase iCappl icahle : G ulf CoastPm·l.:wav 

B. 1:> this applicatio n for pan of a multi-phase project~ 181 Yes 0 No 
Note: If vou am;weretl''Jres'' to f{UI!Stion B vleasevro11idevermit numbers for other autiJOri~ed vlta!ii'S below: 
Agen cy Oatc ~o.\Application Typ<' 

NA 

c. Total area owr1ed or control led by the applicant contiguou~ to the project Ni\ ac. 

D. Project area or pbat;e: NA ac. 

E Tmperviou~ area excluding wetlands and other surface waters: NA ac.. 

r.· Volume of water the sys1em is capable of impounding! NA ac. ft. 

PA.RT 4: PROJE('T LOCA'l'ION 
Street Addres.1 Road or o ther location:_[Note: If util ities or road <?r ditch nwinten.<m.ce projects, provide a starting aod ending J)Oint 
using street nantes and nearest house numbers or provide length of project in miles along named streets or highways.) 
City. Zip C<XIe, if appli~'llble: Multlp.l~ - Sec nltachcd Locution .Mtop. figure 1 

Tax Parce l Jdentificatiorl N1unbcr: Tffi) !Tf project is on one pnrcel oflaocl Nwnber may be obtained from propony =bill or from the 
county ptopeny appraiser s office: if on rnuluple pared$. provide multiple Tax Pared ldentil'ication Numbers'! 
Cou nty(ies) nav, Gulh nd Calhoun --- --- Secdon ___ Township ___ Range M ultiple- TRD 
Lahtude.(J)J)J).dddd) __ . f,ongltude(l)DJJ.clddd) __ . 

& plain source (or obtairung lutit11de snd lt\Ogitude: __ (i.e. LJ. S. G .S. Qlllldrangle. Map) 

Horizotllnl Datum (NAD I <n7 or 198J) (Takou fu>ua CC11Lral Locauou) 

PART 5: PROJECT DESCl~I P'l'ION 
Note: llllhi;>s'h'tiQ/1, please dt~Scribe in g~neraf le<rm$ I he prqiecl and al:trYily. ~Je addiiicmai pag~j[ tteoet~Sa(v. 

Oe.nernl explm'llltion of work: The G ulf Coast Pa1·kwn'' is a propost>d new four-lane divided, controlled-access, a rterial highway. T he 
proposed facility would provide an urban typical section with bicycle lane and sidewalk.~ in urban art>as and a ruml typ ical section 
with 11 multi-uSt\ tn1il on one ~ide or the highway. T he proposed new road would 11.lso provide 11 new high-level bridge rd one or two 
poteutial locatioM acrosl< t h e G ulf lntracousta l Watcn vay to connect lJS 98 i11 (;uJf County, f lorida witb liS 231 and US 98 (Ty ndall 
farkwuy) in Buy County,l'lorid:l. 

The r ondwuy wiU be locutccl on both m•'l» uod eXisting r oud nlignmen t.s. T he I'Ondm•ys jnt crim construction would be" t'wo-lime 
u nd ivided rondway, however; the right-of-way \\idths will a llow l'o1· e.xpa ns ion of the road to a fou r-la.ne, dh•ided roadway, for the 
de~ign year t:rnrnc deum nds. The projtct is approxinwt~ly 30 to 36 miles in length , depending on tbe ~dternadve. 

f'oma #6::1-346.900(1) Join! 1\(JJ'lic.~llon for ElU'iSSJ.. Atiltv>rizolion/Ft<iemllJ&V Pemll!lJ< NOIIIIwesl t'lorida l:iettl<ll\ /\. Pu.ge 3 of7 
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us Armr COrps 
o• Englneers. 

The need for the project originated from the depressed econolllic conditions in G ulf County. As the concept of improving the 
tnJnsportution nrtwork liS un t·~onomic stimulus for the County was investi!(Uied, it bccumc llppnrcnt tlmtndditionul needs could be 
addr~~sed by t·he pt·opo~d faciuty. These ne~.ds iodudcd~ t-t>lic.f or congestion on e~isti11g roads "ithln lite r~etworl<; impro\'itog the 
security of Tyndal AFR; and enhancing hurricane evacuation for those in the coa~tal area~ of Gulf Counl)• and soutlteastern bay 
County. See EIS for furthet· details. 

Trcot:rilCDl Lyp<: proposCl~ 
It is anticipated that all stomnvater ponds \\ill be wet detention due to high groundwatet· table in the m·ea 

Cl\rrcnt site condirions and land uses: 
The majority of the project urN1 where altcrnuth•e nlignmrnts huve been proposed is undeveloped or in 11gricultuntl use. Developed 
at•e.ts are almo~t entir~ly con lined to the souther111 western and not·lhent boundaries of the study :11'1'11 (See "Exi~ting l .and Use Map, 
Figure 2 ull>lchcd). 

Proposed Land u~c: 
The pt·oposed land use will be a high spet•d multil•mr highway. 

Dc.seription of sediment and erosion Best ~ManagcmcDI Practices (BMPs) to be used: 
J' DOT's Standurd Spcdfic:nion~ for Roml und Bridge Construction will b~ utilized ulon~ with ttny oth~r uppropriatr. BMl>'s. 

Names m1d classifications of ali r~eiv ing wnters (if available): 
Due to the site nnd linear nature of the proposed pt·oject there are numerous potenthtl nceiving w:tten. Final design >tnt! ltlterm1Hve 
alignment selcdcd will determine potcntial t·cc.eiving wakrs. l'oteoiialre.cciving wntet·s within the pro,jcct at·ca are gcncrolly C h1Ss 
ill waters with the l'ollowing excl'ptions: 
Bayou George (Cia~~ I) 
Bear Crettk (Chtss f) 
Deer Point J_,ok" (Class J} 
East Bay (Class ll} 
North Ray (Class 1T) 
Bitker Buyon (Cifoss n -&ost B11y tribuhtl'Y) 
Lathrop "Bayou (Cia~s n- F.AJSi Rny trihutary) 
Walke1· Bltyou (Class ll-East .Bay tribu~81·y) 
St Andrl'Ws Bay (Cht~s II - Aquatic l'res<·o-ve)) 
St. Joseph .Bay (Cinss ll -Aquatic Preserve) 

Depending on Ute Jlrcfeo·red alternative aliglutJ~nt scledcd, ttoe followiltg uamtl) watt t·bodies Will potentially be CI'O""td by tht 
project (~e Named Streams, Figure J attached). 
Named Waterbodies and Stream Crossing (Alternative Alignment that may be crossed): 
Bayou Gcoo·gc Creek and tributa1·ics (Aitemntivc 14) 
South Jl'ork Jkar C1·cck tributaries (Aitcrnntiw 15) 
&mr Sw:omp Alwrnative(Aiternatin•.s 8, 14, 15.17 :md 19) 
lkd\vootl.Bnmch (Aitermttive;s 14 and 19) 
flig Urnnch (Alternatives 14and 19) 
Ciollaway Creek and lributarie~ (Alternatives 8, 14, 15, 17 and 19) 
Cooks Ba)·ou and td.butnries (AIItrnatives 8, t.a, ts, 17 ilnrl19) 
Cushion Cn·ck (Aitcrltativcs 8, U , 15, 17 nnd 19) 
Cypress Creek (Aitl'rnatives II, 14, 15, 17 and 19) 
East Bay (Ahernalive.s 17 and 19) 
Gudl' Branch (Alternatives 8, 14 •mll 15) 
floresford Bt-anclt {Alternative 15) 
Horseshoe Creek and tribntao·ie.~ {Alternatives 8, 14 and 15) 
lslnnd .Bt·nnch (Alternatives 14 and 19) 

F'ro>1 #6:.-J46.90U( l) Joint Appli'-"lU.on for EIU'/SS!. At1lll<>ri2ali.on1Fe<1eml D&F Pemtit in Nonh«est F"looida Se.:ti<'n A. P<lge 4 of7 
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Joe Lam b Bra nch (Alternatives 8, 14 and 15) 

us Armr Corp• 
o• Englneers-.. 

t.ittle Snndy Crc:'ck and tJ·ibutar ics (Aitel'llativcs 8, 1-l and 15) 
Olivers C reek (!1\ lternativcs !i. 1 -land 15) 
Panther Swamp (Alternati ves 8 , 14, 15, 17 and 19) 
SltDdy Cree.k >md tributaries (AiternaUYes 8, 1-l and 15) 
South {<'ork J,leu1· C reek and t ributaries (Alter native 15) 
Weu1ppo C n oek (Alternatives 8, 14 and 15) 

PART6: SITE PERMIT UlSTORY 

' ' • • 
''J 

A If tlwre have been any v re-applicahon meetings . inch1dmg on-s1te. mo:eting,s. with r egulatory sU1IT: pleuse (ist the dale(s ). locauon( s ). 
and names of kGy smff and project represenUitivcs a.s well a brief swnm:uv of any meetinos: NA 

Nmue Agen~;y n~te Loc:a1ion SlUllmary 

B. Please idenLify by number any MSSW/Wetland Resource/62-.25 F.AC./USACE pennits pending. issued or denied for projects at 
the location, and any related enforcement actions: NA 

Agency D:lte No.\Applicalion Typr Ad ion Taken 
NA 

C. Plt"dSC aliach a eopy of each pt:rmil issu.:d lor this project or ~xplain why copies arc nol available 
NA 

f'om• #6:J-346.90U( 1) Joinl 1\(ll'li"'i.l.on for EIU'/SSJ.. A\lthorizolion/Ftdeml lJ&V Pemlit il1 Nonh"'esl t'lorida 1:1ettklt\ 1\.l?u.ge S of7 
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I PART 7: APPLICANT AUTHORIZATIONS 

us Army Corp$ 
ot Englneers. 

A. By signing this appllc.ation fonn, 1 am apj"llyiog, or I am applying on behalf of the applicant, for authori?.ation to colldllct the activity 
identified ab<we, according to the supporting data artd other incidental infom1ation ftlcd with this application. I am fami!1ar with the 
information contain~d in this ~tpplication artd represent that such informati{ln is trw. complet<:l and ac<~ur«te. L understand thi~ is an 
application and not a permit, and that work prior to approval is a violation. r w1dsrstand t11at this applicatiotl a11d ~ttlY penn it issued 
pw:sllanL lht:rtlto, doos nol reliuvc m~ of any obllgatioo [or obtaining any other r<l<Jt.rlred l"el:ldaL state, wawrmanagtlmtmt distriCl or local 
pcm1ilprior 10 commmccmcm of c<!nslruction T a-gree, or I agree on l.wlmlf of theo applicant, to Oj){'faW and maintain the penn it ted 
system urlless lh.e pennittmg agency authori7,es tratlsfer of the pemtit to H different opel1ltion and maintenance entily. I w1derstand thln 
knowingly making any fal.scstal~ment or representation in this application is a violation ofScctioo 373.430. F.S. and 18 U.S.C. Sect ion 
lVUl . 

.JoyGiddtn~ 

TypcdiPrioWd Name of Applicant or Agent 
(lf oue IS so alllholi•ed ~elowl 

Signature of Appli~-anVAgont 

Permit Coordinulor, FDOT, DistrictJ 
lCorpm~te Title ffapplicab(eJ 

Typc/.Printed Name o[ Co-Applicant 

Signature of Co-Applicam 

(Corporate Title if S].)plicable) 

i\.i~ A CENT MAY SI GN ABOVE Oi'IL Y W Tll£ A1'1'UCA.NT COM1'LETES TilE FOLLOWING: 

Date 

13. I hereby designAte and authori7.e the agent l isted nbove 10 ncton my behalf. or on behalf of my corporation, as the ngent in the 
processing ofthis applicatjon Cor the permit incli<..-ated above: and to furnish. t~n request, supplemcmal inl.Or-malion in support or the 
application, ln addi tion, J authorize Ute above- listed agent to bind me, or fliY corporation, to perfonn any re<:Juil:ements which tl\ay b~ 
ncccssary to procure tht permit or authoriZ;Jtion indicated above. l 1mdenland that knowmgly IUIIking any false statement or 
repre-sentation in this anplication is a violation ofSe.ction 37S.430, r.s. and 18 U.S. C. Section TOOl 

Typed/Printed Name of Applicant Signatllrc of Applicant Date 

(Corpomte Title if applicable) 

Plto!ie note: Tht applicant 's ori~infl1 sjenature (not n c:opy) is re(1uired ;lbovt". 

PERSONWfTTT AUTn ORJTV TO Al iTTIORTZE ACC"F~'iS TO TIJE l'RO"PERT V Mll"ST ALSO CO~fPLETE TirE 
FOLLOWING: 

C. t certify that I fcheclc one oflhe following]: 
0 Pcx;s<l:>s suJiicient rtlal pr<>p()rty mtero~t in ur control ov~.r the land upon whi~h Lhu actlv itlo';; dc:;cnbo'd in this application arc proposed. 

Note: 
Interest .i.t\ real property i.~ typically evidenced by an instnunent such as: a warranty deed; lease ( su~ect to the limitations below); 
eas~ent; judg,ment of the court; certiJicate of title issued by a clerk of the oourt; OR C<mdominium. homeowners. or similar 
association documents, which demo~trste that t11e person or entity hns sufficient intcrf!l;t in or control over the property to aud1.ori7,e 
tb~ proposed activities to bt! p~LtecL An entity 's oontrsct for sale and purchase shall not b .. t'On.stder<'<llo bave sufficient real 
property intcr~sLor control over the land that i$ ~u~ject te the-application, but such entity .shall be aUoweu to submit an application 
under th is ch~pu;r (see ne:<t check box). IZnt[ties w1th the PQWer of eminent domain !ll)d condemnation l!Uthorily 11re considered 
capabk of dcmonstratmg that they w.i.Jl haw ~uliicicnl real property intcrust or control prior to con~truction. Note-the above 
document$ do NO'l' havr to he submitted at this t ime, but must be made avoilable if requested by the Departmenl Person$ 
rrquesl.ing a~1iviti.~ on tilalt-llwnl!d.subnwrgcd land must also submit satistaclory avicloncu of suluci~nl upland interost in 
accordmce With j"lara~raph 18-.21 JJf)4lJ)(b ). F.A.C. (April 14, 2008 ). 

When the real propeny interest is a lease. the application muSI elther: 

f'oml #6::!-346.900(1) Joilll A(lJIUClliJon fot EIU'/SSJ.. Allt.horizolioniFt<leralO&V Pemllt.iJ1 Nouliwest ~- lorid~ l:iettivh A. l'o.ge o of7 
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a. 
b. 

c. 
d. 

us Army Cotp• 
ot Englneers. 

Include the foe simp!~ owner as a co,applicant; 
Provide docwnent;1ti011 that a governmental entity agree~ to accept the trarl$ferofthe penn it, including completing 
construction in accordance with lh<> pcnnil if needed, and to opcl'llle and maintain lbc ''YSlcm llponil5 complelio~ 
Providt' tlocumrotation fbat tho lcasu owr the land and system exknds for the expecl.(\d life ofihcsyslcm; or 
Provide docwnentati011 that the operation and rnainten.c'lnce of the systen1 is wil l be twned over to a new lessee or the 
landowner upon revocation. tcrn1inntion, or expirat ion of the lease. 
If the lease doe$ not specifically designate an lllltity to complet~ constn1ctwn of the sy~tem m acct\fdance with the pemut 
in t.hc event the co.nstruction is not so completed by the lessee, or does not speci ty operation and maintenance 
reqllir<®ents tor lhe system, including d"s ignation 6f a >'f."'Oific operation and maintenanc.. entity, a separaw binding 
document Also will be required establishing that the landowner is liable for completirrg construction or aHemlion of the 
system and for operatin~ and maintainitl!J the system in accordance with the permil 

® Do NOT have. sufticient real t>ropeity interesl as described ab<we (includ ing such things as a oontmct for sale and purchase at· an or tion 
agr~emcnt) in the land upon wbi<fu the activitie~ described in this application aru proposed. Attached is: 

I. A certiuoation from the owner, lessee, or easement holder of such land.~, acknowledging that they have knowledge of this 
upplit,'1!tion and voluntarily gmnt the pennjssion. below, for staff of the Departm~.nt ofBilvironmental Protection. the Northwe:a 
Florida Wate.r Management J)rstrict, and the U.S. Army Corps of Eng meers to acc~~s and conduct necessary site vrsots for t]oc 
review, inspection, and sampling of the lands and waters on the property that are the subject of the application and, ns a condition of 
any p~rrnit issued, that they agree lt> pro\' ide <'nlry to such lanJs tl>r staff to n>ooitor and in~ peel pem1itted work; anti 

2. Documentation from lh" fee simple owner. easement hoWer, govemmenlal entity, or other entity as provided for in section I 2.3 of 
Applicant's llandbook Volume I, thAt they are liable for acoeptit1g responsibi lity for operation and maintenance of tl1e system after 
compl6tion or construclion. and fbr and pcrlbnniog other terms and condit1ons a.o; r~quirtltl by the pcm1it 

Note: Neither 1. nor 2., dir~ctly above, must be submitted when tbe applicant i~ an entity with tbe power of eminent domain 
und condemnation uutbority, but such entity sb:•ll nmkc appropriutc arnmgcmcnts to enKble the nbove st11ff lo accc~$ und 
lnspl!l'l the properly as needed to ac"'ess otod conduct occess;ory s ite v is its for UJC review, inspection, !lnd smnpling of Uu• 
lands and waters on the pt·operty that a re the subject of the application. S uch enlity a lso agN"es, as a condition of any 
permit issued, to provid~ ent ry to th ese hmds for tbt' 11bon stnff to monilor nod Inspect permitted wurk. 

Jov Giddens 
Typed/Printed Name of Applicant SlgnaUlre of A ppHcai\L Date 

f>ennll Coordinator FOOT District 3 
(CO!porate 'ritle if apt)licabi~) 

f'omr #6:J-346.900\ 1) Joint APJIUClltlon fot EtU'/SSJ. A\llhorizuUorvl'tdemllJ&V Permit in Nonll,~est ~-loridQ llettiVI• /\, ?uge 7 of7 
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11"1 II _.. .. ·' : ... : ,. '. 
us Army Cof'P• .. \ , .., .. }1 
ot Englneers. ~ 

AUTHOIUZATION BY OWNER, LESSEE, OR EASEMENT TITLE BOLDER TO ENTER AND INSPECT PROPERTY 

I, as ow.ncr or casement bold"r of the land lhat is lh<~ subject of th~ apptication submiu.cd by ---::--:--:-:--::----,---
NM\o ofAppOc:anl 

hereby ad:nowledge that Tam aware of the appl ic~tion for an environmental resource permirlfecleral dredge and fil l penn it being submitted 
by the above nameu applicant and authorize staff from the Departntt'ni, NWF\Vlv!D. and U.S. Army Corp~ of Engineers, to access and 
conduct any site visit on the proJ;>e•ty necessary for the review. inspection. and sampl ing of the lands and waters that are the sul:!ject of the this 
application. Funber, l agree, as a condition of any permit Issued, to provide entry tO such lands· for such sralT to monitor and inspect 
penn itted work. 

Typcd!Prinied Nanito of Authorizing EntiLy Signalut" of Authorizing Entity Date 

(Corporate Title if a!JPticable) 

(J may be contacted at ___________________ to atrange scces~ a.nd ftlSpectioh of the property) 

Forni #6:!·346.900( 1) Joil\1 A[lJIUClliJon fot EtU'/SSL AI¢Jtoriz:allon/Fedemt D&F Penltil in Nonll,~esl ~·loridQ SecUw1 A. Puge S of7 
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Appendix F-Procedures forBva1ua\ing J\cl JVJtt~~ UnJor Chapt<tr 6J-2S. F.A.C Pag~t I of3 
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Figure 1: Project Location 
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Figure 2: Existing Land Use 
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Figure 3: Named Streams 
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